








Hew FJersep Law Journal 


Eighty-Three Years 


of Publication 











NEWARK, N. J., THURSDAY, MAY 235, 1961 


84 N. J. L. J. Index Page 285 


Copy: Twenty-five Cents 





VOL. LXXXIV—No. 21 





Digests of Recent Opinions 





EVIDENCE — CRIMINAL LAW— 
It is improper for the prosecut- 
or to cross examine a defend- 
ant as to or elicit from him by 
cross examination information 
as to prior charges as disting- 
uished from convictions, and 
such conduct may constitute 
plain error. 

—It is prejudicial error, in a 
criminal proceeding, to admit 
into evidence directly or indi- 
rectly, the results of a lie de- 
tector test save possibly where 
defendant consents to same. 

—Held, court committed plain 
error in admitting testimony of 
details of and questions and 
answers given at a lie detector 
test taken by defendant though 
excluding results. 

Digested from an opinion by 


Lewis, J.A.D. rendered May 17, 
1961. Appellate Div. State v. Ar- 
vine For appellant — Emerson 


L. Darnell. For the State — Mar- 
tin J. Queenan. Pros. 

Defendant was convicted of in- 

2st with his 12 year old daugh- 

r. He appeals contending 

pluin error was committed in his 
ross-examination by the prose- 
tor and in admitting indi- 
tly evidence of a lie detector 
est taken by him. 

On cross examination the pros- 

-utor asked defendant whether 

e€ was convicted in 1960 of “at- 

trocious assault and battery and 

I Defendant replied no. 
prosecutor then asked two 

nore questions about this alleg- 

ed conviction and the defend- 
nd then replied “Yes, I was con- 
icted of assault and battery. The 
tempted rape was dropped.” 
ne prosecutor then asked “You 
about that?” and de- 

nt replied “Positive”. De- 
‘endant was not in fact convicted 

I rape or attempted rape. 

to the lie detector test evi- 
this was given by a De- 
ive Latawiec. There was no 
ndation laid as to his qualifi- 
tions. The prosecution agreed 
at since there was no agree- 
t that the polygraph findings 
be used in evidence, the 
ts or findings were not ad- 
nissable. Direct evidence of the 
‘esults of the test were therefore 
xcluded but the Detective was 
iitted to testify as to the de- 
)f the test given, the ques- 
propounded and answers 
and that while attached 
machine and after being 
rmed of the results of the 
and then asked if he had 
ommi tted the offense charged, 
cefendant replied “If Sandra said 
4 did this, I probably did it.” 

It is apparent that the trial 
t and counsel proceeded on 
issumption that the actual 

suits of the polygraph test 

ould be admissible only if the 

Ttles consented, but that the 

é Ss of the examination, ex- 

“.uding the actual results, would 
evidential in any event. 
Held: A defendant in a crim- 
case May be cross examined 
&S to prior convictions in order 
‘0 affect his credibility. But the 
te, N. J. S. 2A:81-12 permits 
proof of convictions as dis- 
ished from proof of indict- 
Ss, charges and complaints. 
+0 affect credibility the prosecu- 
Or may prove prior convictions 
an nd to that end may interrogate 
1€ witness but he is not at liber- 
¥ to employ questions to create 
« false premise for consideration 
ne jury or to bring in charges 
_Gistinguished from convic- 
Defendant here suffered 
lanifest injury which was di- 
ly attributable to prosecutor’s 
westioning. The charge on which 
4€ was on trial and that im- 
*toperly elicited both related to 


are ure 






















sex offenses. There was error 
committed which seriously pre- 
judiced defendant and amount- 
ed to plain error. 

It is also prejudicial error to 
admit into evidence indirectly 
the results of a polygraph exam- 
ination to which a defendant 
voluntarily submitted. 

While the courts are alert to 
accord judicial recognition to 
scientific discoveries when but- 
tressed by adequate knowledge, 
proven accuracy and established 
trustworthiness, such is not yet 
the case with polygraph tests. 
The effectiveness and general 
recognition of lie detector tests 
has not yet been established. On 
the contrary, their fallibility and 
limited efficacy is recognized by 
experts in the field. There is not 





(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 





Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


May 16 to 22, 1961 
VOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county aw 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 


SUPREME COURT 


Appeals 

In re Application of Waterfront 
Comm. of N.Y. Harbor (A-78, de- 
cided May 22, 1961) 

Affirmed Law Div. judgment 
fining and ordering two officials 
of striking union to be incarcer- 
ated until they answer questions 
asked by Comm. during its in- 
vestigation of work stoppage by 
longshoremen, which Comm’rs 
believe was designed to inhibit 
effective operation of port watch- 
man system by coercing employer 
to limit or discharge a licensed 
port watchman. “The right to 
strike” reserved by Waterfront 
Comm. Act (NJ.S.A. 32:23-68) 
does not limit Comm’s investig- 
atory powers here as there is no 
N.J. law which prevents state 
investigation of strike intended 
to inhibit effective functioning of 
a security system. Nor is Comm’s 
power here in conflict with or 
pre-empted by federal LMRA as 
indicated by Congress’s approval 
of Compact which authorizes 
Comm. to _ investigate strike 
which appears designed adversely 
to affect port security system. 
State v. LaFera et als (A-106, 
A-107, decided May 22, 1961) 

Affirmed order denying motion 
to dismiss indictment for con- 
Sspiracy in violation of NJ. 
2A:98-1, and reversed order re- 
quiring State to elect to proceed 
on one of the two counts, i.e. cor- 
rupt and collusive agreement 
against administration of RS. 
58:14-22 requirement of competi- 
tive bidding for Passaic Valley 
Sewer. Comm. contracts or con- 
spiracy in false pretense that 
Indictment was not defective 
for charging crime of collu- 
sive bidding without alleging 
that number of bids was thereby 
reduced, or that defendants had 
authority to commit companies 
they represented, or that there 
was Official complicity. Nor was 
it deficient for not charging 
contracts involved over $2,000 
or that conspiracy occurred 
in NJ. as overt acts alleged 
clarify those points. As single 
transaction to obtain contract 
and its proceeds by collusive bid- 
ding is here involved there is no 


basis for election or severance of | 
BieSes a b | school. 
counts unless prejudice can be 


demonstrated. While inadvertent | 





(Continued on page 12, col. 1) 


Joint Effort Dovenaas 
On Continuing Legal 
Education 


John R. Kelly, a member of the 
State Bar’s Committee on Con- 
tinuing Legal Education, an- 
nounced at the State Bar Annual 
Meeting that in order to continue 
and increase the opportunity for 
continuing legal education of the 
members of the Bar, the State 
Bar, the Practicing Law Insti- 
tute and Rutgers University Law| 
School would enter into a com- 
pact to conduct a joint effort on 
such program in this state. The 
program will be arranged and 
administered, he reported, by a 
committee or board of nine trus- 
tees, composed of three repre- 
sentatives of the State Bar, three 





representatives of the practicing | 


Law Institute, 
sentatives of 


and three repre- 
the Law School. 


Resolution On Corporate 
Law Practice Adopted 





A resolution offered by Harold 
Kamens and printed in the Law 
Journal of May 18th, calling for 
appointment by the New Jersey 
Supreme Court of a committee 
to review the present prohibition 
against and to study the desir- 
ability of permitting members of 
the Bar to practice in corporate 
form, was adopted by the State 
Bar at its meeting on Friday. 

Kamens urged adoption of the 
resolution on the ground that 
practice in corporate form, was 
necessary to obtain tax and pen- 
sion plan advantages not other- 
wise available to lawyers, and 
that this could be effected under 
such conditions as would retain 
the lawyer-client personal rela- 
tionship and liability. 

Victor R. King opposed the 
resolution stating that if a lawyer 
wants the benefits of corporate 
employment he should seek such 
employment and should not low- 
er the standards or personal 
characteristics of the profession 
or look to create tax “angles” if 
he wanted to continue in private 
practice. 

Milton T. Lasher stated that 
while he favored the purpose of 
the resolution, he was opposed 
to it as it might affect the Bar’s 
professional status and would in- 
dicate approval of corporate 
practice, which over all the years, 
the profession has continually 


opposed. 

Edwin Segal countered that the 
arguments of the opponents 
about lowering the standing of 


the profession were the same as 
those advanced when Social Se- 
curity for lawyers was proposed 
and that they overlook the wel- 
fare of the lawyer and his fam- 
ily. 

After further discussion, in 
which it was pointed out that 
the resolution called only for ap- 
pointment by the court of a 
committee to study the matter, 
the proposal was approved by a 
close vote. 


Tax Relief For Families 
With Children At 
College Approved 


The State Bar, as its annual 
meeting, overwhelmingly adopted 
a resolution by its Committee 
on Federal Taxation urging Con- 
gress to enact S. 602 which 
would allow an additional income | 
tax exemption for each person 
who is a full time student at an 
accredited college or graduate} 
The exemption could be) 
taken by the student, his or her | 
spouse, or the taxpayer of whom | 
the student is a dependent. 


Client Security Fund Approved 





Change In Jury System Opposed; 
Action On Conflicts and 
Other Matters Taken 


The State Bar, at the third bus- 
iness session of its Annual Meet- 
ing held last Friday and Satur- 
day, adopted a resolution ap- 
proving the creation of a Client’s 
Security Fund to cover losses 
sustained by clients of defalcat- 
ing attorneys. 





| unanimously elected. 


| Officers are: 


State Bar Offic icers 
Elected 


At the close of the final busi- 
ness session of the State Bar An- 
nual Meeting in Atlantic City on 
Saturday, the slate of officers for 
the ensuing year submitted by 


be raised by a tax on each mem- 


{ber of the State Bar and the 


benefits of the fund will be avail- 


| able only to clients of State Bar 


The fund is to} 


members. The resolution adopt- 
ed calls for creation of a Client 
Security Fund in general accord- 
ance with the plan printed in 
the Law Journal of May 11. 

A companion resolution calling 
for the appointment of a com- 
mittee for further study and re- 
commendation as to the mechan- 


ics of raising the money for the 
fund and of its operation was 


also adopted. Both resolutions 


| were offered by Elmer J. Bennett, 


| Study the 


the nominating committee was) 


Pres. Elect— 
Allen B. Endicott, 3rd 

lst V.P.—Walter Leichter 

2nd V.P.—Adrian M. Foley, Jr. 

Treas.—C. Wallace Vail 

Secy—Dr. Emma E. Dillon 

Douglas M. Hicks, the preced- 
ing president-elect automatically 
ascended to the presidency. 


Bill Calling For Split 
Murder Trials 
Introduced 


Tenure To County Judges and 
Uniform Commercial Code Bill 
Also Introduced 
Assemblyman Stamler last 
week introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for split trials in lst degree 
murder cases. The bill provides 
that trial shall first be held on 
the question of guilt and after 
return of a verdict of murder in 
the lst degree, a separate pro- 
ceeding shall be had before the 
jury on the question of penalty 
with life imprisonment to be the 
penalty in the event the jury 
cannot agree on a verdict as to 

penalty. The bill is No. A 675. 

At the same session, a series 
of bills were introduced by As- 
semblymen Farrington and Mar- 
aziti to provide for adoption of 
the Uniform Commercial Code 
in New Jersey. The bills are 
A 666, 667 and 668. 

By another bill, introduced by 
Assemblyman Doren and given 
No. A 682, County Judges would 
be given tenure during good be- 
havior upon reappointment for 
a second term. 





Self Insurers Hold Series 
Of Discussions On 
Workmens Comp. 


The Honorable Harry Heher, 
retired Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the State of New Jersey, 
addressed the New Jersey Self 
Insurers’ Association at its Spring 
Luncheon Meeting held last week 
at the Robert Treat Hotel in 
Newark. His topic was “Judicial 
Trends in Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion,” a subject of considerable 
interest to all the members. 

The Spring Luncheon Meeting 
climaxed a series of six study 
and discussion meetings devoted 
to “A Review of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Statute.” The at- 
torneys who conducted this ef- 
fective and well attended series 
were: Verling C. Enteman, John 
W. Fritz of Wharton, Stewart & 
Davis, 


The new) 


chairman of a special committee 
which had been appointed to 
subject, and were 
adopted by a substantial major- 
ity of the members in attendance 
after a thorough presentation 
and little debate. In approving 
the plan, the association revers- 
ed its position taken several 
years ago opposing creation of 


/such a fund. 


Andrew Lawrie of Lawrie! 
|& Barnes, Arthur F. Mead of 


Mead, Gleeson, Hansen & Pant- | 


ages, Edward B. Meredith, John 


W. O’Brien of O’Brien, Brett &| 


O’Brien, Andrew Polito 


and | 


James J. Skeffington of Skef-| 


fington, Haskins & Robottom. 


| 


Jury trial 


After a full and thorough for- 
um on the question of abolishing 
or limiting jury trials in civil cas- 
es, the association went on rec- 
ord, overwhelmingly and with 
relatively no floor debate, as fav- 
oring retention of the jury sys- 
tem in its present form and as 
being opposed to any change in 
the jury system as_ presently 
euaranteed by the State Consti- 
tution. The panelists who pre- 
sented the arguments for and 
against abolishing or curtailing 
jury trials in civil cases were: 
Pro Hon. Mark A. Sullivan and 
Hon. Edward V. Martino. Con — 
Peter J. Devine, Herbert E. 
Greenstone and George P. Moser. 
The arguments offered and ex- 
pounded on both sides were 
largely those which have previ- 
ously been presented in the edit- 
orials, articles, reports, and let- 
ters published in the Law Jour- 
nal 

Other action 


In other actions taken at the 
same session, the association 

1. Went on record, after con- 
siderable debate, as approving 
and recommending that all law- 
yers hereafter selected for mili- 
tary service be selected on a 
commissioned basis, subject to 
demotion after testing in cases 
of demonstrated inefficiency. 

2. Approved in principal a 
change in the Court Rules which 
would permit fiduciaries to make 
partial payment of fees and 
commissions in the course of ad- 
ministration of the trust or es- 
tate, without court order, but 
subject to subsequent approval 
or rejection by the court. 

3. Adopted a resolution calling 
for continued effort to secure a 
stronger, more adequate, legisla- 
tive conflict of interest bill, with 
sanctions. 

4. Adopted a resolution urging 
appointment of a judge from 
New Jersey to fill the vacancy 
on the Third Circuit Court of 
Appeals, so that the State’s pro- 
portionate representation on the 
bench of that court will be con- 
tinued. 

5. Asked the United States 
District Court for New Jersey to 
adopt rules governing the ethics 
of patent attorneys who are not 
members of the New Jersey Bar 
and to appoint a commission to 
investigate complaints against 
such attorneys. 

6. Approved creation and ap- 
pointment of a committee to 
study and report on the ade- 
quacy of judicial salaries and the 
judicial work load, to the end 
of securing and retaining the 
most competent judges possible. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS report, dated Nov. 10, 1958, was’ call to Olsen or to explain how] 20% in cash and 15% in notes 
easiest cae received in evidence over appel-! he had driven the inoperable car} A new corporation, known as 

(Continued from page 1) EVIDENCE — Evidence of a tele-|lant’s objection. It coincided in| to Elizabeth where he reported| Geller Clothes Corp., was formed. IN 

: i phone conversation or of a/ detail with the identification of it stolen. The proof justifies} the stockholders of which were 
a single reported decision where} puysiness record of a telephone|the vehicle as set forth in the|these comments. Where there|the stockholders of Paul Geller 
an appellate court has permit-| ¢a)) is not admissible unless| insurance policy issued to de-| are facts in evidence concerning| & Co. and their wives. 
ted the introduction of the results| the identity of the other party|fendant. Olsen testified that he| acts or conduct which are in-| On Feb. 9, 1961 Paul Geller % 
of a lie detector test = the ab- is established by direct or cir- | was unable to identify the caller} culpatory or imputative of some} Co. applied to the City of Pater- 
sence of agreement or stipulation! ¢ymstantial proof. as appellant and it was upon! degree of guilt, and which a de-| son for a license to hold a “going 
between the parties. If, asisthe| _ P F that ground that the objection to|fendant of his personal know- | out of business sale”, pursuant to 
case, the results of the test are|—The identity of a telephone th , , , : 

, ed ‘ i caller may be sufficiently es-|#4mission of the evidence was); ledge can deny under oath, his} an ordinance adopted by the City | 
not admissible by direct testi-| | sined to make the conver-| made. failure to do so is properly the/ under R.S. 40:52-1 etc. In its | 
mony, any effort, design or cir- pee : , : : ‘ : : ‘ ee 

sation admissible either by There was other testimony | subject of comment. While it application for the license ra li ' 
cumstance that would accomp- intense dine elines -|that approximately two weeks has been held that where the in-|Geller & Co. represented | 
lish such an objective indirectly . 7 ee Gees Sees pp y leulpatory facts are purely cir-| th ti ; ; a 
or inferentially, as here, should} ized the caller’s voice or that| before the car was reported) CU’patory PES t= | Le CORP REN. HOS Seene Out of _ 
not be condoned. The prejudi-| the caller identified himself/ stolen, appellant had arranged cumstantial, comment on an ac-/ business, would leave the prem- 
cial error would be ever present.| Nd revealed “intimate know- with one Gammaro and one Cu-|cused’s silence is improper, such | ises at the conclusion of the se €, ( 
husieiiindty. thee been babd teak ledge” or facts that only he|0zzo to tow the car away from is not the case where, as here,|and that the sale was necessary 

ae aan the j th “| would be likely to know, or| East Orange and to cut it up and| there is direct evidence of facts because of financial reverses. The i 
placing before the jury the ques-| > : .| dismantle it, and that it was tow- | Circumstantially implicating him.| license was granted for a period ‘ 
tions and answers during the y other confirming circum- | di: 2 Proof of this 1 " : " e108} 

dici stances which make it probable|ed to Belleville and was subse- | Proof of this latter character was| from Feb. 21 to March 25, . : 
test was prejudicial error though h Sager d ts of it| Present in the direct evidence} Paul Geller & Co. adverti é 
the results of the test were ex- e was the caller. ee a a or one 

1 ‘RIMINAL LAW TRIAL sold. that appellant reported he had_| the sale extensively stating put t 
pressly excluded. oa CRIMI ——— v<| Defendant did not take the| riven his car to Elizabeth when | licly that its stock was to be r 

The prevailing authorities have} While comment on an assured’s t ny anh Cae nO AIS WO) it was inoperable and that he or| liquidated. On expiration of the t 
been consistent, in criminal pro- onan inane aelly- eine tnad aed, manny his alter ego had made the tele-/ license Paul Geller & Co. applied sU 
ceedings, in their refusal to ad-| proper where the inculpatory; Held: Olsen’s testimony relat- phone claim of theft loss. These! for an extensi ich ek ie ‘ 

. Z : : tension, which was de- 
mit into evidence, directly or in-| facts proved by the state are| ing to the telephone call in which| were facts directly proved which| nied. Thereafter the sale cor 
directly, the results of a lie de-| purely circumstantial, such the alleged theft loss was report-| circymstantially implicated ap- tinued, the only difference being b 
tector test. Departure from this} comment is permissible where| ed by one identifying himself as} peyant in the conspiracy, which| that the name “Paul” was re. 

‘ : z sas . é ‘ ’ ~ I= n 
established principle has been) there is direct evidence of facts/ appellant was offered to prove| it was in his personal knowledge| moved from the advertising 
justified only under limited cir-| circumstantially implicating! appellant’s state of mind, i.e. to] to explain or deny. The com-|leaving Geller & Co. Inc. re. ; 
cumstances, such as where the} him which he can of his own)! establish that knowing his auto- ment was proper maining G 
parties stipulated to admissabil-| knowledge deny or explain. mobile had not been stolen, he,! arirmed. ; tift t nA 
ity of the evidence, and even} Digested from an opinion by| With intent to defraud, sought to Plaintifis “9 . cose rd rae 
then only subject to approval of|Foley, J.A.D., rendered May 16,| recover under the theft coverage panes = Artin “" of de- P 
the trial court after determina-|1961. Appellate Div. State v.Bas-|0f his policy. The written re-| INJUNCTION — UNFAIR COM- fendants in ge sslgenaaidl es 
tion that a proper foundation| sano. For appellant — C. Robert| port by Olsen was offered under| PETITION — Where an other- | tion the Cilly Of Feere rt 
has been laid and that the funda-|Sarcone. For the State — June/ the Uniform Business Records as} Wise lawful business is so con- | granted leave to intervene. Plain er 
mental rights of the defendant] Strelecki (Spec. Legal Asst. Pros.) | Evidence Act, N.J.S. 2A:82-35. The| ducted as to constitute unfair | poscee! apply for me oe re. ee 
have been duly safeguarded. Appellant and two others were| Purpose of the exhibit was to| Competition and fraud, Chan-| st: aining defen ng “ —, Pe 

The testimony here had the|convicted of conspiracy to obtain|establish the happening of an| Cery will under its general eq-/ tinuing to carry on the sa lege — 
potential of conveying to the jury} moneys by false pretenses. He| event, namely the telephone call| Uity powers intervene to pre-| for bs perenne — st hee 
the conclusion that the poly-|appeals contending the court] received in the regular course of | vent a continuance thereof. prevent ay ants sic setae _ 
graph results were unfavorable | erred, among other things, in ad-| business in which a fraudulent}|—Where defendant applied for| ‘8 19 untalr Con eeen. : 
to the accused. mitting evidence of an alleged| claim was made. The admissi-| and obtained a municipal li-| Held: This court does not age 

Reversed and remanded for|telephone report by appellant to; bility of both, however, depended! cense to hold a “going out of|/rule interfere with businesses a 
new trial. one Olsen and of the written re-|0n the legitimacy of an infer-| business sale” by representing|which are themselves she 

port thereof made by Olsen, and | ence that the call was made by} that it was going out of busi-| Where, however, the busines is ; : 
that the prosecutor’s comments! appellant or at his behest. Thus, | ness, and advertised that its| So conducted as to constitute un- —- 
in summation concerning appel-|if the proof concerning the call; stock was to be liquidated, nei- | fair competition and fraud, the phe 
lant‘s failure to testify deprived | did not inferentially identify ap- | ther of which representations| court will intervene, under : 
him of his right to a fair trial. pellant or a person acting on his were in fact true, this consti- | general equity powers, to pre v _ 
On June 17, 1958 appellant pur-| direction, as the caller, neither tutes a fraud on the munici-|a continuance of what in ef ae 
chased a used 1955 Cadillac con-| Olsen’s testimony as to the con- pality and the public, and un-| amounts to a nuisance. as 
vertible. He insured it with| versation nor his written report fair competition, which will be) [It is clear from the prosp: a0 
|American Fidelity and Casualty| thereof were admissible. enjoined. /sent out by the Creditor’s C a 
|Co. through Service Plan, Inc./ Appellant argues this evidence} Digested from an opinion by) mittee of Paul Geller & Co., 1! 2 
TRUST ‘Shortly thereafter the automo-| was inadmissible because recog-| Grimshaw, J. S. C. rendered May} defendants had no intenti 
compounded | bile developed mechanical trou-| nition of the voice of a caller is aj 16, 1961. Chancery Div. Lower) going out of business nor did the: 
quarterly FUNDS | ble so extensive as to make it in-| prerequisite to testimony con-| Main ete. v. Paul Geller & Co.,|intend simply to liquidate ' 
ina | operable. |cerning a telephone conversation/ets. For plaintiffs — Hillard| stock then on hand as con? 
| At about 1:25 A.M. on Nov. 9,| w here the identity of the caller} Chapnick (Krugman & Chap-| plated by the license. 
per Rt a 11958, appellant reported to the/is in issue. However, neither | nick. attys). For defendants —| The conduct of the defendants 
: handled by mail | | =1i2@beth police that the car had case cited by appellant expresses! Melvin N. Fine. For City of Pat-|is a fraud upon the City and 

Transactions may be handled by mai | been stolen while he had been in} so narrow a view. What was held! erson — Adolph A. Romei (Theo-| upon the general public, and 

FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage |) a tavern in Elizabeth. The next) was that the burden of proof, dore D. Rosenberg, atty). their actions constitute a clear 

Your account or inquiry invited |} day, William L. Olsen, Claims rests on the party seeking to in-| Defendant Paul Geller & Co.,| case of unfair competition. Con- 

| Supervisor for Service Plan, Inc.,' troduce such evidence to estab- | Inc. has been for a number of| sequently, unless defendants im- 

MOHAWK | received a telephone eall from a) jish by some proof, either direct | years in the business of selling} mediately take steps to inform 

person who identified himself as! or circumstantial. the identity of, men’s clothing at retail in Pat-/ the public of the change in the 
| appellant and reported the theft} the other person allegedly speak-|erson. In Dec. 1960 it became} situation, and discontinue 

SAVINGS and Loan Assn. ;of the automobile. Olsen, in the! ing. sa in accord on the} financially embarrassed. Acred-|distress sale, an  injun 

a0 «9 —— 2, N. 2 | regular course of business, made) weight of authority which recog-| itors’ meeting was held resulting} against their further operat 

wc cao la written report of the informa-| nizes circumstantial evidence of;in a settlement of 35°, payable! will be granted. 
\ | tion supplied by the caller. The| the identity of a caller as a satis- | ae — 
SS —— - a , | factory substitute for direct} 

—_ l|identification through recogni-| 

Financial Printers tion of pe ysacy voice. Such | RE: Your Telephone Listing 

circumstantial evidence is sup-| 2 . and 

SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents | plied if the conversation reveals) in the Bar Directory 

required for filing and registration with the that the caller identified himself, If your telephone number has been changed to 

Securities and Exchange Commission as the person alleged and relates i 
facts that only the alleged per- a 7 digit number — Please notify us at your 
son would be likely to know, or 
ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. | if other confirming circumstanc- | earliest convenience so that we may make the 
New Jersey Division of |es make it probable that the al-| 
| leged nerson was in fact the call- | proper correction in your listing. 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. jer. The “intimate knowledge” of | 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5. N. J. the caller may be sufficient ident- Bar Directory Dept. 
TELEPHONE MArket 3-4994 \ification of the caller to make! New Jersey Law Journal 
— $66 Stet Da ee —t—“—tsSs—sSsSsSsSSsSsSCSCCsSY}: the: CONVErYSation admissible. The ts 
|“intimate knowledge” here dis-| P.O. Box 50, 
closed included the identity of | Newark 1, N. J. 
NATIONAL SURETY CoRPORATION | the car, that it was owned by ap- | 
A MEMBER OF FIREMEN’S FUND INSURANCE GROUP | eg ret ga ‘disappeared” | — 
ie a . ° lon Nov. 8 08, that it was in-| 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





INSURANCE — Institution of 
suit by insured against third 
party for property damage, 
without notice to insurer who 
paid collision damage, is not 
without more a breach of pol- 
icy obligation by insured to 
do nothing to prejudice insur- 
er’s subrogation rights which 
will entitle insurer to refund 
of its payment, though the suit 
resulted in adverse judgment. 

—Where insurer seeks to recover 
payment made to insured un- 
der collision policy on ground 
insured after payment wrong- 
fully prejudiced insurer’s right 
of subrogation by unsuccessful 
suit against third party, insur- 
er must show it was damaged 
thereby, as by showing it 
might have recovered against 
the third party. 

SUBROGATION Equitable 
principles apply to subrogation 
even when the subrogation is 
based on contract, except as 
modified by the specific pro- 
visions in the contract. 
Digested from an opinion 

Gaulkin, J. A. D. rendered May 

i6. 1961. Appellate Div. Provi- 

dence v. Hogges. For appellant 

—Robert Kleiner (Harry Zax, 

For respondent — Donald 

Berlin (Stevenson & Willette, 


hy 
Wy 


This case was submitted on a 
stipulation of facts and resulted 

, judgment for plaintiff. De- 
fendant appeals. 

Plaintiff insured defendant 
against collision damage to her 
tomobile and against liability 

‘ollision policy provides: 

In the event of any payment 

r this policy, the company 
hall be subrogated to all the 
ired’s rights of recovery there- 
1gainst any person or organ- 

n... The insured shall do 
thing after loss to prejudice 

h rights.” 

On March 15, 1957 defendant 
as in a collision with a car 
wned by Sage and driven by 






Pistocchi. Plaintiff paid defend- 
ant $850 for his collision dam- 
age, being $900 damage less $50 
deductible. Thereafter on Feb. 
3, 1958, defendant sued Sage and | 
Pistocchi for his personal injur- | 
ies and property damage. The 
action resulted in a judgment of 
no cause on April 24, 1958. Plain- 
tiff was not given notice of this} 
suit and did not participate 
therein. 

On Dec. 30, 1958, Sage sued de- 
fendant for property damage. | 
Plaintiff entered a defense for | 
the defendant and on March 2, 
1959, counterclaimed for the pro- 
perty damage to defendant's car. | 
Thereafter Sage’s suit was settled | 
for $275 and the counterclaim 
dismissed. 

The trial court entered judg- 
ment for plaintiff for $850. 

Plaintiff’s position is that the 
carrying of the action by de- 
fendant to an unsuccessful con- 
clusion without its knowledge 
prejudiced plaintiff’s rights as a 
matter of law, and that this en- | 
titled plaintiff to the return of 
its $850 without proof that Sage 
or Pistocchi were actually lia- 
ble, or that plaintiff was in fact 
damaged. Plaintiff equates the 
facts here with the situation 
where an insured gives a general | 
release to the tortfeasor after} 
receiving payment from his in-| 
surer. In such case, it says, the | 
insurer is entitled to recover the | 
sum paid the insured without | 
demonstrating the liability of 
the third party to the insured, | 
citing dictum in Rogers v. Amer- |} 
ican, 52 N. J. Super. 254. 

Held: The situations cannot be 
equated. Plaintiff admits de-| 
fendant had a right to sue for} 
personal injuries without notice} 
to plaintiff though contending} 
defendant had no right to sue} 
for property damage without} 
such notice. Had defendant sued | 
for personal injuries alone, the} 
adverse judgment would have 
barred the plaintiff’s right to} 











realty transactions. 


=“ + & F 


AUTOMATION ? 


There is no machine that examines titles. 
This function must be 
human beings who use specialized knowledge 
and reason to arrive at proper conclusions. 
We, too. often wish for push button examina- 
tion—maybe some day we'll have it. 


In the meantime, our skillful, thoroughly 
experienced staff, with tl 
title plant facilities in New Jersey—more than 
800,000 files—will be happy to provide speedy, 


accurate and cooperative service in all your 


LARGEST 
TITLE PLANT 
IN THE STATE 


New JERSEY REALTY TITLE 
INSURANCE COMPANY | 


performed by skillful 


1e use of the largest 





|equitable right of subrogation is 


|insurer makes payment is con- 


|change the result? 


!in bad faith or 


|} ment in such action on its subro- 
' gation rights 


ter, it sues either to reach the 
| proceeds of a settlement or re- 
covery, or for damages for breach 
of the subrogation clause. The 
Rogers’ case was of the first type. 


|it has been held 


recovery as effectively as the | CONSTITUTIONAL LAW — The| ants, by their refusal to author- 


judgment complained of. Though 
that would have prejudiced the 
insurer, it would not have been 
a violation of the policy. The 


subject to the exercise by the 
insured of his legal rights. The 
fallacy of the analogy to a re- 
lease becomes obvious when the 
effect of a judgment of no lia- 
bility and of a release before the 


sidered. In the former the in-| 
sured would nevertheless be en- 
titled to recover from the insur- 
er; contra, if he had given a re- 





Since that is so, should the 
mere fact that the insured added | 
a count for property damage} 


The answer | 
tive. First, it is 
defendant acted 
handled his suit | 
negligently or improperly. Sec-| 
ond, he still had a prior right to} 
$50 of any recovery for property 
damage and to any surplus over 


is in the 
not contended 


nega 


$900. Third, the insurer knew 
defendant had to sue for his per- 
sonal injuries within 2 years and 


of the effect of any adverse judg- 


t it made no ef- 


ve 


fort to enforce subrogation 
until 2 months after the third 
party sued defendant, when it 


to defend that 
2 years after 


was called upon 
action, and a 
the accident. 

The principles governing the 
problem of impairment of the 
right of subrogation are not the 
same when the insured sues the 
insurer to recover under the pol- 


m< 





icy aS when the insurer sues 
the insured to recover its pay- 
ment made under the policy be- 
cause of impairment which oc- 


curred after the payment. In 
the former, the rule supported 
by overwhelming authority is 
that the insured may not recov- 
er on the policy, being precluded 
by his own breach of contract in 
respect to the subrogatory posi- 
tion of the carrier. In the lat- 





In such case it is not necessary | 
for the insurer, to establish its 


defense, to prove that the third| 
party was liable. In the second} 
| type however, that here involved, 


that since the 
insurer is asserting a claim for 
wrong and damages it must show 
these elements and to do so must | 
show that it might in fact have| 
recovered against the third party 
but for the insured’s release. | 

Whatever may be the just rule} 
as to proof of damages in cases | 
in which the insured has re-| 
leased the third y after pay-| 











part 


ment, here there no release } 
by the insured but a judgment} 
in a bona fide action brought | 


|by him that the third party is | 


not liable. The court cannot| 
therefore indulge in any pre- | 
sumption that the third party| 
here was in fact liable. Conse- | 
quently, it was enough to} 


not 


prove merely that the insured | 
sued the third party and lost. | 
The insurer argues that mere| 


institution of the claim for prop- | 
erty damage without notice to it | 
constituted a breach of obligation 
entitling it to refund of its pay- 
ment. Plaintiff cites no author- | 
ity for this proposition and the| 
court sees no merit therein. Sub- 
rogation is an offspring of equ- 


ity, and its equitable principles | 

| 
apply even when subroga- | 
tion is based on contract, except 


as modified by specific provisions 
in the contract. None such ap-| 
pear here. 

Reversed. No costs 


Announcement 


Thomas B. Davidson, F. O. 


parents’ constitutional freedom 


| ize the transfusions, are endan- 


of rekgion, is subordinate to|gering the life of the unborn 
the paramount interest and| child and are therefore neglect- 
right of the State to act in| ing to provide it with proper pro- 


order to protect the welfare of 
a child and its right to survive. 
PARENT AND CHILD — JURIS- 
DICTION — The juvenile and 


Domestic Relations Court has) 


jurisdiction to commit a child 


| tection as provided in R.S. 9:2-9. 
It is conceded defendants are in 

|all other respects good and de- 

| voted parents. 

| The issues raised are whether 

| this court has jurisdiction to in- 


to’ custody of an agency OFr|teryene in face of defendants’ 


person other than the parents 
where the parents neglect to 
provide it with proper protec- 
tion. 


| —The jurisdiction of the Juve- 


nile and Domestic Relations 
Court to protect children from 
neglect or injury extends to a 
unborn child. 

PARENT AND CHILD — Refusal 
to consent to blood transfu- 


sions where such transfusions 


are necessary to a child’s sur- 
vival constitutes 


provide proper protection with-| 


in R. S. 9:2-9. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Kole, J. rendered May 17, 1961. 
Bergen County Juvenile and Do- 
mestic Relations Court. Child 
Welfare v. Bertinato. 

The Bergen County Child Wel- 
fare Department initiated this 
proceeding by a complaint under 
R.S. 9:2-9 to 9:2-11 inclusive for 
an order awarding custody to the 
Department of an unborn child 
of defendant Gloria Bertinato, 
when it is born, for the purpose 
of having necessary blood trans- 
fusions then made. 

The defendants, husband and 
wife, are members of Jehovah’s 
Witnesses. Mrs. Bertinato has a 
blood condition known as R.H. 
positive and is expected to give 
birth to her fourth child shortly. 
The undisputed medical evidence 
and the history of Mrs. Bertin- 
ato’s former pregnancies estab- 
lish beyond a reasonable doubt 
that as a result of her blood 
condition, the unborn child will 
die unless it is given a blood 
transfusion soon after birth. or 


if it should possibly survive, it) 
would be physically or mentally | 
The defend-| 


deformed for life. 
ants, by reason of their genuine 
religious beliefs, object to and 
will not consent to the transfu- 
sion, though not disputing the 
need for same or objecting on 


any other ground. They stated, | 


however, that if the transfusions 
were 
matter beyond their control and 
against their wishes—they would 


nevertheless accept the child into} 


their home as their child. 
The complaint charges defend- 


n| Child is residing”, 


neglect to} 


ordered by the court—a/| 


| religious objections and whether 
| it has jurisdiction where an un- 
| born child is involved. 


| Held: R.S. 9:2-9 to 9:2-11 grant 

jurisdiction to the Juvenile Court 
|of the county where the “minor 
at the suit of 
| any person interested in the wel- 
| fare of such child, to commit the 
|child to the care and custody of 
{a child caring agency or other 
| proper person, until further di- 
}rection of the court, where the 
| parents “shall neglect to provide 
| the child with proper protection, 
|maintenance and _ education”. 
|This court’s authority to inter- 
| vene is further buttressed by the 
| Juvenile Court Act itself, which 
lin N. J. S. 2A:4-2 and 34 grants 
this court express power to act, 
on behalf of the State, as parens 
patriae, to protect children from 
neglect or injury. This parens 
patriae jurisdiction is a right of 
sovereignty. 





(Continued on page 5, col. 5) 














Plant Founded In 1888 


COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 
THROUGHOUT 


New Jersey, Pennsy!vania, 
Delaware, Maryland, 
Connecticut, 

Rhode Island, 
District of Columbia, 
Louisiana and Florida 


CHELSEA TITLE and 
GUARANTY COMPANY 


Main Office: 
Boardwalk National Bank 
Building 
Atlantic City, N. J. 
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Periodic Will Revision 


The advice the National State Bank gives 
customers most frequently is this: See your 


When changes in tax laws, family affairs, or 
business conditions occur, our trust officers 
suggest that the customer consult his lawyer 
for legal advice. Our experience proves that 
periodic will revision by the attorney helps 
a person do more for his family. 


Department of Estates and Trusts 








NEWARK 

: P DOE eA td Miniutti and Joseph S. Nester 

TRENTON ¢ HACKENSACK |have formed a partnership for 
NEW BRUNSWICK « FREEHOLD 


THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 


810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK Il, N. J. 
“Offices Throughout Essex County” 


| the general practice of law un- 

der the firm name of Davidson, 
| Miniutti & Nester with offices at 
| 921 Bergen Ave., Jersey City. 
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A WELCOME CHANGE 


The principal business of the Judicial Conference in recent 
years has been to hear the report of the Chief Justice on the State 
of the Courts. For the greater part of the remaining time, the 
Conference has become a tepid forum for lackluster discussion 
of procedural technicalities. The current report of the Supreme 
Court’s Committee on Criminal Procedure, headed by Justice Fran- 
cis, is a departure from the former routine. We welcome the change. 


At least four of the eight parts of the Report are concerned 
with major improvements in the administration of criminal 
justice. They are: Defense of Indigent Defendants; Split Trial in 
Murder Cases; Appellate Review of Sentences; and Appeals by the 
State. Each of them deserves si‘ varate editorial consideration. Of 
these, the most immediate and perhaps the most important is the 
appellate review of penal sentences. 


Disparity of sentences is an endemic and corrosive evil in the 
present scheme of penal sanctions. Even where the discrepancy 
has rational justification, it impedes discipline and impairs morale, 
and thereby diminishes the hope of rehabilitation. Too often the 
difference in sentences is the fortuitous consequence of the dif- 
ference between judges. This tends to make somewhat of a lottery 
of criminal justice in many instances. A system which would sub- 
stitute norms for whims is surely needed to even out the variations. 
This would be only a minimum fulfillment of the motto which 
expresses the grand objective of our courts, namely, Equal Justice 
Under Law. 


The appellate courts now have the inherent power to review 
sentences, as the report notes. The exercise of this power to date 
has been chary to the point of neglect. Moreover, the standard by 
which sentences have been tested is whether they are “manifestly 
excessive,’ whereas the norm should be whether they adhere to a 
rational pattern incumbent upon all trial judges. The Report is 
regrettably, but perhaps understandably, silent on this point. The 
intention, no doubt, is to give a free hand to the new tribunal pro- 
posed by the Committee as a court for the review of sentences. 


This would be a new, three-judge part of the Appellate Division, 
comprised of Superior and County Court Judges on a rotating basis. 
The hearings would be informal and could be conducted at the 
principal penal institutions in the state, a proposal that bears 
careful consideration. The record on appeal would include the 
presentence report, the transcribed comments of the sentencing 
judge and, when requested, the pertinent records of the penal 
institution. Sentences could be increased as well as reduced. The 
judgment, whatever it might be, would become final, beyond all 
further appellate review. 


It may be doubted whether rotating assignments would further 
the evolution of a uniform pattern of sentences unless by staggered 
assignments adequate continuity on the proposed part could be 
achieved. A better provision might be to make an optimum 
Selection of personnel at the inception and to defer changes for at 
least three years or more, until what amounts to a sentencing code 
has emerged. As for the finality of judgment, the Constitution it- 
self is a barrier. The Supreme Court’s power of certification extends 
to all causes in the Superior Court, beyond disclaimer by a rule 
of court. Nevertheless such review would usually be undesirable; 
and it may be assumed that acceptance of only few cases for hear- 
ing by the Supreme Court would eventually discourage petitions 
for certification. 


Presentence reports are manifestly essential parts of the 
material which should be available to the Appellate Court. The 
Committee Report does not make it clear whether the prisoner or 
his counsel is to have access to the same data. This has long 
been a subject of debate in sentencing practice. Appellate review | 
could function effectively however this issue were resolved. But| 
it ought to be made the focus of a supplementary report from the} 
Committee, so that the Court and Bar would understand the Com-| 
mittee’s position and supporting reasons. 


In short, the Report of the Supreme Court’s Committee on 
Criminal Procedure is welcome in itself. And even more welcome 
in the hope ‘that it will set a pattern of concentration on major 
movements in all areas of law with which the Judicial Conference 
is properly concerned. 








Rules Fraud In Inducement May Be Question 
For Arbitrators 





The U. S. Court of Appeals for 
the Second Circuit has ruled that 


| arbitrators rather than the court 


can decide whether fraud in the 


|inducement of a contract exists, 


where the arbitration clause is 
broad enough to encompass such 
dispute and is separable from the 
rest of the agreement to which 
the fraud might relate. The 
court, in the case before it, held 
the arbitration clause was sep- 


|arable but pointed out that it 


could not have been considered 
separable so as to permit arbi- 


| tration had it been claimed that 


defendant’s signature had been 


| forged or that there was in fact 


no valid contract between the 
parties. 


On examining the arbitration 


' clause, however, the court held 





U.S. Court Of Appeals 
Formulates New Rule 
On Mental Illness 


The U.S. Court of Appeals for 


| the Third Circuit has formulated 


a new rule by which to measure 
criminal responsibility in cases 
where the accused pleads mental 
illness as a mitigating or exculp- 
atory factor. The court rejected 
both the M’Naghten Rule, em- 
bodying the “right-wrong”’ test, 
and the more liberal Durham 
Rule, subsequently adopted in a 
few jurisdictions. 

The Third Circuit’s new rule, 
stated by Chief Judge John 
Biggs, Jr., is that “the jury must 
be satisfied that at the time of 
committing the prohibited act 
the defendant, as a result of 
mental disease or defect, lacked 
substantial capacity to conform 
his conduct to the requirements 
of the law which he is alleged to 
have violated.” 

The court’s decision was rend- 
ered in the case of In Re United 
States of America v. Currens 
(filed May 1, 1961, No. 13,152). 
Judge Hastie dissented in part. 

The court set aside the 
M’Naghten Rule as outmoded 
and the Durham Rule as too 
vague and indefinite. 

Chief Judge Briggs’ opinion 
also set forth a model charge to 
juries, based on the case at bar, 
embodying the new rule. The 
charge follows: 

“If you, the jury, believe be- 
yond a reasonable doubt that 
the defendant, Currens, was not 
suffering from a disease of the 
mind at the time he committed 
the criminal act charged, you 
may find him guilty. If you be- 
lieve that he was suffering from 
a disease of the mind, but be- 
lieve beyond a reasonable doubt 
that at the time he committed 
the criminal conduct with which 
he is charged he possessed sub- 
stantial capacity to conform his 
conduct to the requirements of 
the law which he is alleged to 
have violated, you may find him 
guilty. Unless you believe be- 
yond a reasonable doubt that 
Currens was not suffering from 
a disease of the mind or that 
despite that disease he possess- 
ed substantial capacity to con- 
form his conduct to the require- 
ments of the law which he is al- 
leged to have violated, you must 
find him not guilty by reason of 
insanity. Thus, your task would 
not be completed upon finding, 
if you did find, that the accused 
suffered from a disease of the 
mind. He would still be respon- 
sible for his unlawful act if you 
found beyond a reasonable doubt 
that at the time he committed 
that act, the disease had not so 


| weakened his capacity to con- 
form his conduct to the require- | 


ments of the law which he is al- 
leged to have violated that he 
lacked substantial capacity to 
conform his conduct to the re- 
quirements of that law. These 
questions must be determined 
by you from the facts which you 
find to be fairly deducible from 
the evidence in this case.” 


the language of the clause in- 
volved was not broad enough to 
include arbitration of the fraud 
issue and hence the question 
here was for the court. It noted, 
though, that had the standard 
arbitration clause recommended 
by the American Arbitration 
Ass’n been used there would have 
been no question that the arbi- 
trators could have decided the 
issue. 

The opinion was rendered in 
Kinoshita & Co. v. American 
Oceanic Corp. 


Newark NLRB Office 
Begins Decision- 
Making Duties 


A staff reorganization was an- 
nounced today by John J. Cuneo, 
Regional Director of the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board’s 
Newark Office. The reorganiza- 
tion is the result of the delega- 
tion by the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board to its 28 Regional 
Directors, effective May 15, 1961, 
of broad decision-making pow- 
ers and duties in employee repre- 
sentation election cases. These 
powers have previously been ex- 
ercised only by the five-member 
Board in Washington. 

Cuneo stated that under the 
delegation he now has authority 
to decide whether a question of 
representation exists, to deter- 
mine the appropriate collective 
bargaining unit, to direct an elec- 
tion to establish whether the em- 
ployees wish to be represented 
by a particular labor union for 
collective bargaining, and to cer- 
tify the union as _ bargaining 
agent if it wins the election. He 
is also empowered to make find- 
ings and initial rulings on sup- 
plemental matters arising from 
elections, such as objections and 
challenged ballots. 

To assist him in the exercise 
of these functions, Cuneo has 
established a_ decision-writing 
unit of professional and clerical 
personnel to supervise and co- 
ordinate all regional office pro- 
cedures from the close of a 
hearing through the issuance of 
his decision and any supplement- 
al matters which may arise in 
connection therewith. Staff at- 
torneys will research questions of 
law and submit draft decisions 
for the Regional Director’s ap- 
proval through the _ decision- 
writing unit. Decisions issued 
by Regional Director Cuneo will 
be open to public inspection at 
the Board’s 744 Broad Street Of- 
fice. 

Parties to a _ representation 
case may request a review of the 
Regional Director’s action by the 
Board in Washington. However, 
according to the Board’s Rules 
and Regulations, as _ recently 
amended, such review will be 
granted only on a limited basis, 
as, for example, when the Re- 
gional Director’s decision repre- 
sents a departure from establish- 
ed Board precedent. The amend- 
ed rules contain a provision that 
the parties may waive their 
right to review by the Board. 
The granting of a request for 
review will not stay the Regional 
Director’s decision unless other- 
wise ordered by the Board but no 
election may be conducted or 
challenged ballot opened and 
counted until the Board has 
ruled upon any request for review 
filed. 


Will Name Alexander 
Wood To Succeed 
Late Judge Drenk 


Governor Meyner has an- 
nounced that he will nominate 
Alexander C. Wood III for Judge 
of the Burlington County Court 
to succeed Judge Lester A. Drenk 
who died recently. 


The American Bar Association | 
first established a list of stand- 


_ards for the accreditation of ap- | 
' proved law schools in 1921. 


Conford Gets Tenure, 
Molineaux Confirmed 


ton B. Conford was reappointed 
as a judge of the Superior Cour 
on Monday, thus automaticaly 
acquiring tenure. 3 
ation was submitted on Monday 
and was promptly confirmed 5; 
the Senate. 

The only other nominatiop 
confirmed was that of John B 
Molineaux to fill an additiona) 
recently created judgeship op 
the Middlesex County Court 
Confirmation had been held ur 
for over 4 months becaus: 
political considerations. 





Other nominations 

The Judiciary Committee re- 
ported out the nominations ,¢ 
William A. Consodine to succeed 
Judge Walter H. Conklin on th; 
Essex County Bench; Melvin P 
Antell to succeed Judge Consodine 
on the Essex District Court: Wil- 
liam F. Wood to succeed Judge 
Milton A. Feller on the Union 
County Court; Judge Isidor M 
Dubrow to succeed himself on 
the Middlesex District Court and 
Judge Richard R. O’Connor : 
succeed himself as Judge of th: 
Union County Juvenile and Do- 
mestic Relations Court. 

The Committee took no 
tion, however, on the nomina- 
tions of Essex County Judge Wal- 
ter A. Conklin to succeed Judge 
Frederic R. Colie on the Superior 
Court and of Union County Judge 
Milton A. Feller to succeed th: 
late Nicholas A. Tomasulo on the 
Superior Court. It was indicated 





ations was to enable the nom- 
inees to appear before the com- 
mittee for the customary inter- 
view of all nominees to statewide 
judicial posts, but that no diff- 
culty is expected. 

The nomination of Abe § 
Schwartz to succeed Judge Klem- 
mer Kalteissen on the Middlesex 
County Court was received 
was not acted upon. 





Discuss Changes In 
Motor Vehicle Act 


Atlantic City — Study and Re- 
vision of the Motor Vehicle Act 
was urged at a forum of the 
Criminal Law Committee whic 
featured addresses by Attorney 
General David D. Furman and 
Acting Director of Motor Ve- 
hicles Ned J. Parsekian at the 
State Bar Convention Frida} 
afternoon. 

The meeting was chaired by H 
Russell Morss. It was arranged 
for the announced purposs 
encouraging discussion of 
New Jersey Act. The committee 
will reconvene and render its re- 
port later. 

A plea was made by both stat¢ 
officials to consult with experts 















suggested changes and the At- 
torney General pledged his per- 
sonal assistance in furthering 
the program. 

Among the proposals advancec 
and discussed at the forum were 
Fixing of a minimum of 10 years 
before restoration of license alte: 
a drunken driving conviction 
Elimination of mandatory pena- 
ties, such as license suspension 
for exceeding speed limit by 
miles and others, leaving discre- 
tion with the magistrate © 
judge; revision of those statutts 
which involve intent or lack 0: 
it, such as mandatory fine 10° 
permitting an unlicensed drive 
to operate a motor vehicle; 
pointment of independent he 









and license revocation after court 
action; and injunctive relé 
against the department on SUuS- 
pensions pending appeal. ; 

Members of the criminal 14% 
committee present at the meet 
ing included J. Bernard Saltz- 
man, Italo Tarantola, Jerome » 
Kessler, Brendan T. Byrne an¢ 
Maurice Krivit. 
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Comment On Proposed Rule 1:25A 


By John Tomasin 


PROPOSED RULE 1:25A. Jurors; 
Interviewing Subsequent to 
Trial 
No attorney shall interview, 
examine or question any jur- 
or with respect to the ver- 
dict or deliberation of the} 
jury in an action except on 
leave of court granted upon 
good cause shown. 

Regarding this proposed rule, 
as an attorney I respectfully sub- 
yanced for the adoption of same 
and its probable effects would be 

impede the fair administra- 
of justice and to interfere 
vith the rights of attorneys to 
gain knowledge and experience 
to the deliberations of juries, 
eir tools and equipment in the 
practice of law. 

It is clear that an interview 

r discussion with an individual 
ex-juror after a trial, rendition 

f the verdict, and decision in 
case, Offends no written or 
vritten rule of law. 

By no stretch of the imagina- 
tion does it remotely reflect in- 
terference or tampering with a 

because after the case is 

ard and the verdict rendered 
and the decision entered, the col- 
tive body known as a jury 
eases to exist upon its being dis- 
harged, and the individual jur- 
is simply a citizen who hap- 
ns to have a particul type 
experience, that is, he once 
on a jury in the trial of a 

ase, and his knowledge and ex- 
perience are valuable to the law- 
yer, the court and the public. | 

The motivation for this rule 

lay possibly be that occasionally 

laim is made after a judgment 
rendered, that impropriet 
irred in the jury’s delibera- 
ns, and an affidavit to 
*t by a juror, particularly in 
riminal case or capital ca: 
re the stakes are high, may 
i to unsettle established and 
mpleted jury verdicts. In thi: 
however, the remedy is too 
drastic because if avenues of in 
quiry are shut off the result ' 
be that improprieties will go un- 
detected, and a rule helping this 
result benefits no one. 

Jurors will not volunteer such 

information in the usual course 


ar 


nN 
1eS 


thic 


|as the trained representative of| opinion of 


| Getting impressions of jurors 
| as to how vigorous cross-examin- 
of expectations, and the attorney |ation may have affected their 
the case; learning 
an appropriate party is fore-|whether repeated objections or 
closed from any questions, inter- | few objections leave a better pic- 
views or examinations. The|ture of the evidence in the jury’s 
proposed remedy of having such | mind; and a myriad of other 
questions or interviews on court| problems, requires that there be 
order is illusory because the|some method whereby lawyers 
choice will then be to seek or-|can, as part of their training, 
ders with no evidence of any|learn the impressions of jurors 
matter worthy of question, in| in the trial of cases. 
cretne arse diotance, to Nisa our ,gTRe effect of this rule would 
: |be to cut lawyers from a 


i is anythi t ion | ; 
on is anything to question | knowledge and study of the im- 


|pressions and deliberati f 
In addition, if this is the justi- | song Ast Aton = prainiln 
fication for the rule, it can be/ will cripple the lawyer in a most 
limited to capital cases or ser-| important aspect of his training 
ious criminal cases or perhaps| which in turn will injure his cli- 
all criminal cases whereas the| ents because this source of know- 
scope of the proposed rule pro-|jeqge and experience would be 
hibits such interviews in all @C-/ cut off by the proposed rule. 
tions, civil as well as criminal 
large and small, in all causes and| The juror after verdict enter- 
courts, petty as well as grave. }ed and judgm« nt rendered, is a 
If this is the basis of the pro- citizen and valuable right of 
posed rule, then a rule can be| ‘free association and free speech 
adopted to prohibit the question- |S being curtailed by preventing 
ing of any jury verdict, at any|OnMe citizen, an ex-juror from 
time, for any reason, and still]|Speaking to another citizen, a 
leave lawyers free to study the lawyer, with regard to important 
experiences of the ex-juror inti- 


reactions of jurors peas 
Besides this phase, there is an-|™ately connected with the ad- 
|} ministration of justice. I believe 


} 
ul 


ot 
*¥ 


ofl 







other important phase that|°" 

touches on the prerogatives and| this unlawfully infringes upon 
needs of practicing attorneys.| free Speech among citizens, law- 
One of the necessary tools of|¥ers and ex-jurors alike. 
training fora lawyer is an evalu- | If a lawyer, through a discus- 
ation of what a jury may or may | sion or interview with an ex-jur- 


not be expected to decide in a 
matter on which the attorney is 
consulted and if he has no exper- 
ience with the working of Jur- 


|or learns that gross misappre- 
hension of one word or phrase 
occurred in the jury’s mind, that 
lawyer can avoid such phrase in 


ors’ minds, he is handicapped/the fyture: if a lawyer finds 
in this most important aspect Of | that certair rocedural moves 
a lawyer's profession. prejudice the jury against his 


Experience is also necessary in| client he can id such actions 


forming methods of evaluating] jin future cases . lawyer finds 
prospective jurors in order to ex-/ that certain aspects of the trial 
ercise the right of challenge,| were unclear he can in future 


with or without cause. In addi- 


points to insure 
tlon lawyers cannot store up the 


the signific- 


emphasize su 
that the jury grasp 








necessary knowledge and exper-|ance of same ind countless 
ience of the reactions of jurors} other helpful pieces of know- 

the trial of cases unless OC-| jedge, all contributing to a clear- 
CaSl nally a lawyer can, after er trial of case be learned 
trying the case, see the impact| and developed through the occa- 
of the case and evidence from} gional] discu with and in- 
the jurors’ eyes, and by this} teryjews of attorneys. 
method learn those subtle reac-/ aj) these advant and rights 

1s and impressions of jurors] of a free Bar Lerificed by 





which is necessary for the trial) this proposed rule and no justi- 
of jury cases. This is particu-| feation is sh such radi- 
larly true in the civil field where} eq) action 

individual parties are concerned. | 





In addition ile only pro- 











ARTHUR 


71-73 CLINTON 





LAW PRINTERS 


TFLEPHONE MArket 3-4994 
JAMES E. FLETCHER, Manager 


hibits attorneys from conduct- 
° ae ing such intervie and no rea- 
Specialists . : 


BRIEFS ON APPEAL 


W. CROSS, INC. 


relatives of 
idle curiosity 
hibited from 


newspaper reporter 
the parties or even 
seekers, are not pr 


: nine such question rr interviews, 

New Jersey Division of when their reverence for, and 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. knowledge of. our jury system 
: . may be less complete than that 

STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. of attorneys, then is impos- 


sible to see why attorneys should 


be prohibited and it is 

















The latest unit of the 


had state-wide approval. 
are conveniently divided into 


Part I 
Part II Wills, Estates and 
Part III Real Property 


“SKILLS AND METHODS” 


way. The three volumes wil 
and should be on every New 


Convenient pay-as-you-u 


1180 Raymond Boulevard 





NEW JERSEY PRACTICE SERIES 


“SKILLS AND METHODS” 


edited by former Justice Henry E. Ackerson, Jr., and Judge 
Ervin S. Fulop though only recently published has already 
The three books in 49 chapters 


Specific Court and Administrative Procedures 


Part IV Business Transactions 


which covers many phases of the law available in no other 


SONEY & SAGE CO. | 


ae that such discrimination is im- 
proper, discriminatory and un- 
a lawful. 

If there is some grave policy 
reason for prohibiting attorneys, 
who have the necessary discre- 
tion and knowledge of the law, 


ch interviews, 
hould apply 
aper report- 


from conducting su 
then such policy 
even more to newsy] 
ers, relatives, 
curiosity seekers 
bers of the public 


fr ends 


and all 


mem- 


From the wording of the pro- 
posed rule the hibition would 


four main divisions: pro 





apparently apply forever, so 
that technically would be a} 
Guardianships violation if a lawyer were to dis- | 
cuss deliberations of a jurorin an 
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son for su discrimination 
APPENDICES AND against the right fan attorney | 
as a citizen i hown, and if 


submitted | 


and idle | 


Unsatisfied Judgment 
Fund Law Extended 
To Guest Occupants 


The Unsatisfied Claim and 
Judgment Fund Law has been 
amended to extend the benefits 
of the act to guest occupants of 
an uninsured motor vehicle. The 
former guest occupant exclusion 
of the act has been eliminated 
and provision made for exclusion 
from coverage of a person oper- 
ating or riding in a motor ve- 
hicle which he had stolen or 
participated in stealing, or oper- 
ating a motor vehicle without 
the permission of the owner. 

The amendments were signed 
into law on May 9, 1961 and be- 
come effective Jan. 15, 1962. They 
apply only to claims arising from 
accidents occurring after that 
date. 

The amended law is Chapter 
19 of the Laws of 1961. 





academic sense even 10 or 20 
years after a trial. 


It is submitted that the rule is 
ill conceived on principle without 
sound justification therefor. Be- 
cause others can do such ques- 
tioning the purpose of the rule 
will be frustrated and a nullity. 
Its only effect will be to pro- 
hibit only those who can learn 
the most from such questioning 
and contribute most to the de- 
velopment of the administration 
of justice, namely the attorneys, 
and it offends constitutional 
rights of free speech and the 
pursuit of knowledge and is dis- 
criminatory. 

It is respectfully 
the proposed rule be rejected 
in toto. In the alternative, if 
some overriding policy justifica- 
tion can be found to support 
same then the rule should be 
limited only to serious criminal 
cases and to attorneys in that 
particular case, not all attorneys, 
and that a time limit be set, for 
example three months, so that 
an attorney can still extract the 
appropriate academic knowledge 
and experience, after jurors are 
| discharged and the case is com- 
| pleted, at a later date and not 
| have jurys operate in a vacuum. 
| It is respectfully submitted 
| that the rule as promulgated will 
}in the long run do serious dam- 
|age to the cause of the modern 
enlightened administration of 
justice and practice of law. 

Finally, I believe the time be- 
tween the suggestion of this rule 
land the Judicial Conference is 
| too short and it should be tabled 
until the various County Bar As- 
sociations, and the State Bar 
| Association, are heard from. 


urged that 








Digests Of Recent 
Opinions 


(Continued from page 3) 


Since the blood transfusions 
are required in order for the child 
to live, defendants’ refusal to 
consent thereto constitutes “neg- 
lect to provide the child with 


proper protection” under the 
statute. The parents’ constitu- 
tional freedom of religion, al- 


though accorded the _ greatest 
possible respect, must bend to 
the paramount interest of the 
State to act in order to protect 
the welfare of a child and its 
right to survive. Such superior 
power and interest has been rec- 
ognized by the U.S. Supreme 
Court and is implicit in R.S. 9:2-9 
to ll. 

While the cited statutes seem 
on cursory reading to refer to a 
child who has been born, there 
is nothing in any of the provi- 
sions which would preclude their 
application to an unborn child. 
Physical living presence of the 
child before the court is not re- 
quired. Additionally, it is now 
settled that an unborn child’s 
right to life and health is en- 
titled to legal protection and to 
redress for injury thereto, even 
if it is not viable. Smith v. Bren- 
nan, 31 N. J. 353. 

Finally, the history of the 
mother’s former pregnancies 
makes it evident that the relief 
sought should be granted prior 
to the baby’s birth. An interpre- 
tation of the statute which would 
require an emergency court 
hearing after birth in every case 

as was held in connection with 
the second birth in 1955—does 
not comport with good sense 

Custody of the child, when 
born, is granted to the County 
Child Welfare Dep’t with author- 
ity to consent to the necessary 
blood transfusions. If and when 
the child’s health warrants, a 
further order may be entered 
terminating such custody and re- 
turning the child to the custody 
of defendants 
Announcement 


Arthur Teich and William C 
Groh have formed the firm of 
Teich and Groh, with offices at 
Broad Street Bank Building, 143 
East State St., Trenton. 


LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


Thank you for your patronage. 


We have moved to a larger studio at 
1112 BROAD STREET 
NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 
Bigelow 3-2288 
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Attorney General's Opinion 





FORMAL OPINION 1961—No. 6 
Honorable Arthur S. Meredith 
Prosecutor, Somerset County 

At a recent prosecutors’ meet- 
ing my opinion was sought as to 
whether blood samples may be 
taken from comatose parties to 
automobile accidents to deter- 
mine the presence of alcohol. 
The question requires a consid- 
eration of the constitutionality 
of such action under both the 
State and Federal Constitutions 
and the applicability of the death 
by automobile statute (N.JS. 
2A:113-9) and certain provisions 
of the Motor Vehicle statutes 

(N.J.S.A. 39:4-50 and 50.1). 

There can be no doubt that 
the taking of blood samples from 
comatose suspects where there 
exists reasonable grounds to sus- 
pect such persons of having com- 
mitted an offense in which the 
presence of alcohol is pertinent 

(see Schutt v. MacDuff, 127 N.Y.S 
23 116 (Sup. Ct. 1954) ) and 
where there are adequate heaith 
safeguards does not constitute a 
violation of the due process 
clause of the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment to the United States Con- 
stitution. In Breithaupt v. Abram, 
352 U.S. 432, 77 S. Ct. 408 (1957) 
the Court considered a factual 
situation almost identical to the 
one now under consideration. The 
defendant in that case was in- 
volved in an automobile crash in 
which three persons were killed 
and he was seriously injured. An 
almost empty pint bottle of whis- 
key was found in the glove com- 
partment of the defendant’s ve- 
hicle. Defendant was taken to a 
hospital, unconscious, and, after 
detecting the smell of liquor on 
defendant’s breath, a state pol- 
iceman requested that a sample 
of defendant’s blood be taken. 
While defendant was still un- 
conscious a sample of 20 cc. was 
taken by an attending physician 
by using a hypodermic needle. 
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Analysis of the sample indicated 
17 per cent alcoholic content 
and this formed the basis of a 
conviction for involuntary man- 
slaughter. In an ensuing habeas 
corpus proceeding the argument 
was made that the taking of a 
blood sample while defendant 
was unconscious came within the 
prescription of Rochin v. Cali- 
fornia, 342 U.S. 165, 72 S. Ct. 205 
(1952), In Rochin a stomach 
pump was forcibly used to ex- 
tract narcotic pills and this con- 
duct was held to be such that 
“shocked the conscience” and 
was so “brutal” and “offensive” 
that it violated traditional ideas 
of fair play; and, therefore, it 
constituted a violation of Due 
Process requirements. In dis- 
tinguishing the Rechin fact sit- 
uation, the Court in Breithaupt 
said (at page 435 of 352 US.): 

“Basically the distinction rests 
on the fact that there is no- 
thing ‘brutal’ or ‘offensive’ in 
the taking of a sample of blood 
when done, as in this case, un- 
der the protective eye of a 
physician. To be sure, the 
driver here was unconscious 
when the blood was taken, but 
the absence of conscious con- 
sent, without more, does not 
necessarily render the taking a 
violation of a constitutional 
right; and certainly the test 
as administered here would 
not be considered offensive by 
even the most delicate.” 

It should be noted that the 
Supreme Court in Breithaupt 
specifically pointed out, with ap- 
proval, that State Police regula- 
tions applicable there required 
that such samples be taken by a 
physician only. It thus is clear 
that all medical precautions must 
be observed in the taking of blood 
samples.* 

In State v. Alexander, 7 N.J. 
585 (1951) the defendant was 
arrested under a charge of mur- 
der. While incarcerated prior to 
trial, he submitted to the taking 





of a sample of his blood by a 
Board of Health physician to de- | 
termine whether he had a ven- 
ereal disease. Without defend- | 
ant’s knowledge a portion of this | 
sample was turned over to police | 
authorities and analyzed by them | 
to determine his blood type. The | 
result of the test for blood type | 
was admitted in evidence to show | 


| the presence of defendant’s blood | 


on the Knife used in the homi- | 
cide. It was alleged as error, |} 
among others, that the eel 





*While the New Mexico wate police regula 
tions involved in the Breith upt case rec ed | 
that the blood sample be ! a | 
physician, the ¢ pure apparent! ~d 
that aii process would permit the tal of | 
a blood sample by a ‘a lalified aa al techni- 
chin not a physic ian. In a fo tte, the! 

surt cited with amy i 4 
plied consent statute ig for suspen- | 
sion or revocation of the ( ivi 
the operator of a motor ve shicle wi 

ost ibmit to a chemical test for the p 
in his blood The Kansas tu 
“only a Jods Sete or qual ified 

“an withdraw — 
sub mi ttir iz to a chemi 
Kansas Gen. Stat. 

Probably with 
he court stated in 












of aleoho 
or ovVides that 
medical technician * 
blood of any person 
tent under this act. 
1949, Supp. 1¢ 959 §s- 1003 
thi rovisiv n mind 
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of | unreasonable search and seizure 
e|the Court reiterated the rule in 
‘|this State 


,|/supra and ef. Eleuteri v. 
‘-| man, 
‘ of | evidence unlawfully obtained is 
| admiss 


sion of such evidence was a viola- 
tion of the defendant’s privilege 
against self-incrimination, an in- 
vasion of his rights against un- 
reasonable search and seizure 
and a violation of due process of 
law. The major portion of the 
Court’s opinion was devoted to 
the self-incrimination issue, and 
it was held that in this State the 
privilege applies to testimonial 
compulsion only and that no 
constitutional rights under the 
due process clause are violated 
where a defendant is compelled 
to submit to an examination to 
determine physical or mental 
condition. The Supreme Court of 
Oregon in State v. Cram, 176 Ore. 
577, 160 P. 2d 283, 285 (1945), 
made the following catalogs of 
instances of non-testimonial 
compulsion of evidence held to 
have been not violative of the 
privilege against self-incrimin- 
ation: 

“The accused, upon his ar- 
rest, may be required to do 
many things without having 
his constitutional rights 
against self-incrimination in- 
vaded. For the purpose of 
identification he may be re- 
quired to stand up in court; 
to appear at the scene of the 
crime (3 Wharton, Crim. Ev., 
llth Ed., $1141); to put on a 
blouse to see if it fits him (Holt 
v. United States, 218 U.S. 245, 31 
S. Ct. 2, 54 L. Ed. 1021, 20 Ann. 
Cas. 1138); to place a handker- 
chief over his face (Ross v. 
State, 204 Ind. 281, 182 NE. 
865); to stand up and remove 
his glasses (Rutherford  v. 
State, 185 Tex. Cr; RR. 530; 121 
S.W. 2d 342); to remove his 
coat and shirt and permit the 
jury to see scars on his body 
and to don a shirt introduced 
in evidence (State v. Oschoa, 
49 Nev. 194, 242 P. 582); or to 
exhibit his arm so as to reveal 
tattoo marks thereon, which a 
previous witness has sworn 
were there (State v. Ah Chuey, 
14 Nev. 79, 33 Am. Rep. 530). He 
may also be _ fingerprinted, 
photographed and measured 
under the Bertillon system. 
United States v. Kelly, 2 Cir. 
55 F. 2d 67, 83 AL.R. 122, and 
cases therein cited; Downs v. 
Swann, 111 Md. 53, 73 A. 653, 
23 L.R.A., N.S., 739, 134 Am. St. 
Rep. 586; Bartletta v. McFeeley, 
107 N.J. Eq. 141, 152 A. 17; Peo- 
ple v. Les, 267 Mich. 648, 255 
N.W. 407, and authorities there- 
in cited; Conners v State, 134 
Tex. Cr. R. 278, 115 S.W. 2d 681. 
For other instances, see 8 Wig- 
more, £2265, egos > 





See also State v. Auld, . 246 
| (1949); Roesch v. oli "8 ‘NJ. | 
Super. 231 (App. Div. 1957). With} 


regard to whether the taking of 
the blood sample constituted an 


that after a lawful 
arrest the person of an accused 
may be examined without a 
search warrant. 7 N.J. at p. 594-5. 
See also Breithaupt v. Abram, 
Rich- 
wherein it was held that 


ible in the courts of this 
State, if material and competent 
per se. 

It is concluded, therefore, that 
there is no constitutional pro- 
hibition, under either State or 
Federal Constitutions, against 
taking blood samples with proper 
medical safeguards and upon 
reasonable grounds for suspicion 
from a comatose suspect to be 
used in a prosecution under the 
death by auto statute (NJS. 
2A:113-9). 

The foregoing conclusion does 
not apply, however, in cases in 
which such samples will be used 
in a prosecution for driving while 
under the influence of intoxicat- 
ing liquor. In such cases there 
is a specific statutory prohibi- 
tion against the taking of sam- 
ples of body fluids without ex- 
press consent. N.J.S.A. 39:4-50.1 
provides in part: 

. No chemical analysis, as 
provided in this section, or 
specimen necessary thereto, 
may be made or taken unless 








Citizen Committee Provides Key To Court 
Reform Program 





When Connecticut’s new court 
system went into effect this 
year, it marked the first time 
since Colonial days that every 
judge presiding in the state has 
been a fully qualified lawyer. 
The state’s 320-year-old minor 
court system of 169 part-time 
city and town judges was replac- 
ed by a state Circuit Court of 44 
full-time judges. All lawyers, 
they receive a salary of $15,000, 
and come under the same pen- 
sion and retirement program as 
other state judges. 

Previously, citizens appearing 
in court could not be sure that 
their cases would be heard by a 
judge trained in the law. In 
fact, a 1955 survey showed that 
less than 10 percent of the judges 
in 102 smaller towns had any 
legal training, and that in 67 
larger towns and city courts 
where part-time judges were on 
the bench, only 47 percent were 
lawyers. 

For more than a quarter of a 
century, members of the state 
legislature studied the problem 
at nearly every legislative ses- 
sion. And for a number of years, 
a special committee of the State 





expressly consented to, or re- 

quested by, the defendant.” 
In the light of the Alexander and 
Breithaupt cases discussed supra, 
there is no basis for extending 
the applicability of the express 
consent requirement of N.J.S.A. 
39:4-50.1 beyond the provisions 
of N.J.S.A. 39:4-50. It should be 
noted that N.J.S.A. 39:4-50.1 con- 
tains within it such a limitation 
of its applicability: 

“In any prosecution for a 
violation of section 39:4-50 of 
Title 39 of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to driving a ve- 
hicle while under the influence 
of intoxicating liquor...” 

It is my opinion, therefore, 
that a court, following the Alex- 
ander, Breithaupt and other de- 
cisions, would hold if confronted 
with these issues that blood sam- 
ples may be taken from comatose 
suspects under adequate medical 
safeguards and upon reasonable 


grounds for suspicion to be used | 


in a prosecution under the death 
by auto statute (N.J.S. 2A:113-9) 
but that such samples cannot be 
taken to be used in a prosecution 
under the statute concerning the 
operation of a motor vehicle 
while under the influence of in- 
toxicating liquors. (N.J.S.A. 39: i 
50). 
Very truly yours, 

David D. Furman 
Attorney General 





Bar Association of Connecticut 
labored over a model court re 
form bill for which it never was 
able to muster the necessary 
support from association mem- 
bers. 

When a public hearing before 
the Judiciary Committee of the 
General Assembly in 1957 failed 











to produce any action, the State 


a more dramatic approach. I: 
already was apparent that 
anything was to be accomplish- 
ed, it must come through a pop- 
ular movement. 

The result was the Connecti- 
cut Citizens for Better Courts 
committee, sponsored quietly by 
the Bar Association. A former 
president of the State Bar was 
named chairman and the senior 
past chief justice of the State 
Supreme Court was invited to 
serve aS honorary chairman 
Four past chief justices were 
named to an advisory board 
Other members of the executive 
committee included a college 
president, a high ranking state 
labor leader, representatives of 
key industrial and farm groups 
and the chairman of the court 
committee of the League of Wo- 
men Voters. 

The committee first studied 
methods employed in New York, 
New Jersey and other states in 
overcoming similar problems. A 
proposal for a new court system 
was Outlined. A public relations 
counselor was employed to pre- 
pare a 15-page pamphlet entitl- 
ed “Justice Is Up To All Of You. 
EG was widely distribu*ed 
throughout the state. 

Court reorganization in Con- 
necticut became the top item on 
the 1959 legislative program of 
the League of Women Voters 
The League prepared a folder 
comparing the old system to the 
proposed plan. 

U.S. Secretary of Health, Edu- 
cation and Welfare Abraham A 
Ribicoff, then Governor of Con- 
necticut, backed the measure 
When he signed it into law in 
1959 he said: “Passage of cour: 
reorganization will stand in his- 
tory as a tribute to the men and 
women who have worked so hard 
for so many years, both within 
and outside the legislature in the 
cause of fair and equal justi 
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Your ABA Counterpart 





By Sylvester C. Smith, Jr.* 
zecently I had occasion to re- 


rs 


aw of the American Bar Associ- 
tion. In doing so it became evi- 
ent to me that comparatively 
w of our New Jersey lawyers 
e actively participating in the 
irs of that Section. 







New Jersey lawyer is currently 
holding an Office, namely, Mr. 
Harrison F. Durand, who is a 


» 


Vice Chairman and Director of 
the Trust Law Division. None of 
the Council or Chairmen of the 


General or Special Committees 
are listed as practicing in New 
Jersey. Only 15 lawyers from the 


State of New Jersey are 
rving on any of its 24 commit- 
Although this branch con- 





l 


iew the roster of the Section of | 
eal Property, Probate and Trust | 


Only one | 


stitutes a most important seg- | 


ent of the lawyer’s practice in 
this State, the number of New 
ey lawyers who have become 
nbers of the Real Property, 





proportion to the lawyer popula- 
For example, the 1960 ros- 
ter shows only 173 members from 
our State as compared with 315 
from Florida and 574 from Illi- 
Wisconsin, which is con- 


it does, and if the lawyer can 

by perfecting his methods and 

the laws pertaining to titles 
serve the public in that field 

better than anyone else, as I 

am sure that he can, let us get 

busy and afford him a definite 

Section of the American Bar 

Association in which to carry 

out that purpose.” 

And so this idea of Mr. Patton 
and other like-minded lawyers 
was presented to members of the 
American Bar Association for 
consideration. In 1933 a Special 
Committee To Consider Organi- 
zation Of Section of Real Prop- 
erty Law was appointed by Earl 
W. Evans, then President of the 
A.B.A., with Mr. Patton as Chair- 
man. In the following year at 
the Annual Meeting in Milwau- 
kee a Section known as the Sec- 
tion on Real Property Law came 


linto existence, with Mr. Patton 


pate and Trust Law Section | 


being duly elected its first 
Chairman. 
From the first, the Section on 


Real Property Law was a thriving 


as 


j} active group. Its basic objectives 


|were set forth 


sid rably smaller in population, | 


I approximately the same 
number of members in the Sec- 
tion as New Jersey. 

I am sure that many more of 

- lawyers would want to be- 
come members of the Section and 
take an active part in its work if 
they were familiar with its activ- 
ties and aware of the mag 

nt job it is doing. Consequent- 
ly, when you so graciously invit- 
ed me to speak at this luncheon, 
I thought you might be interest- 
ed in hearing about your ABA 
counterpart. 

The history of the ABA Section 
may be said to have had its gene- 
is with an article published in 

October, 1932 issue of the 

American Bar Association Jour- 
1al entitled “The Need for a Sec- 

on of Land Title Law” by Mr 
R. G. Patton of the Minneapolis 
Bar. In this article, Mr. Patton 
observed: 

“If title practice is of too 
little consequence to the aver- 
age lawyer to be worth sa 
or if the lawyer cannot serve 
the public in that field as well, 
or better than, any lay organ- 
ization, there is no need for 
title lawyers to organize. But 
if the practice forms as large 
a percentage of the law busi- 

ness of the country as I think 








for de 











New 


| ersey 


S 


nifi- | 


in a resolution 
adopted at the second meeting of 
the Section in Los Angeles in 
1935. These included. 

1. Recommendations for the 
elimination of obsolete princi- 
ples and restoration in a few 
instances of common law prin- 
ciples which had been inadvis- 
edly abrogated. 

2. Recommendations for im- 
provement of title records. 

3. Improvement in convey- 
ancing practices. 

4. Raising the efficiency and 
competency of its members in 
the handling of real property 
practice. 

5. Promoting bett 
lations in the real 
field. 

At the Boston Meeting of the 
ABA in 1936 a new Constitution 
was adopted by the American Bar 
Association which, among other 
things, changed the name of the 
Section to the Section of Real 
Property, Probate and Trust Law. 
The Section was accordingly re- 
organized under this new name 
so as to include separate divisions 
for each of the major subjects 
constituting the jurisdiction of 
the reorganized Section. The 
basic objectives stated in the res- 
olution continued but were ex- 
panded to encompass the other 
fields now included in the juris- 
diction of the Section. 

The Section on Real Property 
Law came into being with an in- 
itial membership of 2,105 persons 
and increased in size to 4,715 
members in 1936, when its juris- 
diction was enlarged. The mem- 
bership continued to grow under 


er public re- 
property 


tate 


AX ar. . 
Sssociation 







The Public Service Elec- 
tric and Gas Company 
extends its best wishes 
to you during your annu- 
al convention. 











PUBLIC()SERVICE 


the guidance and encouragement | 
of President Arthur T. Vander- | 
bilt so that by May 1, 1938 there 
were 6,170 members. With the| 
advent of Section dues the fol- | 
lowing year, and I think a poorer | 
program, the total decreased to | 
3,689. Since that time member- | 
ship has resumed an upward | 
trend until today there are ap- 
proximately 6,000 members of the 
Section. 

The Section’s major emphasis 
has been on the developments, | 
literature and legislation in each 
of the three fields which it en- 
compasses. Its Proceedings are 
published yearly in two parts— 
Part I, Proceedings of the Pro- 
bate and Trust Law Division, and 
Part II, Proceedings of the Real 
Property Law Division. Part III 
is a book of committee personnel 
and the complete Section roster. 
It also issues a Newsletter two or 
three times a year, which gives 
items of special news, announce- 
ments, etc. 

Some of its earlier accomplish- 
ments were the preparation of 
the Model Probate Code and its 
publication in 1946 in coopera- 
tion with the University of Mich- 
igan, the development at about 
that time of Specimen Pension 
and Profit-Sharing Plans and 
Trust Agreements, and the con- 
structive assistance rendered in 
the drafting of Rule 71A of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 
relating to procedure in eminent 
domain cases. Another import- 
ant contribution was the Legisla- 
tors’ Handbook on Perpetuities, 
produced by the Section in 1958. 

For a bird’s-eye view of the 
valuable contributions this Sec- 
tion is currently rendering to the 
Bar and to the public, let us look 
at some of the important work 
now being carried out by the 


ni 
ail 


various Committees of the Sec- 
tion. 
An outstanding contribution in 


the field of Real Property Law is 
being made by the Special Com- 
mittee on Research Project for 
the Improvement of Conveyanc- 
ing. This Committee of the Sec- 
tion is cooperating jointly with 
the University of Michigan Law 
School in the publication of three 
research works The first of 
these, entitled “The Improve- 
ment of Conveyancing by Legis- 
lation”, was distributed in 1960 
and includes a series of acts de- 
signed to simplify the transfer 
of land and render easier the 
appraisal of marketability. This 
book has received the attention 
of the National Conference of 
Commissioners on Uniform State 
Laws and has influenced that 
body to consider the drafting of 
model acts to protect land titles 
against obsolete and formal de- 
fects. The second work, entitled 
“Model Title Standards”, was also 


| published in 1960 and was design- 


ed to furnish the background 
necessary for local Bar Associa- 
tions which are considering the 
adoption or revision of real estate 
title standards for local use. The 
first book was made available to 
members of the Section at a re- 
duced rate and the second was 
distributed to its members with- 
out charge. I heartily commend 
them to your attention. Another 
book, ‘“‘Manual for More Effective 
Conveyancing”, is now being pre- 
pared. It is hoped that these 
three publications, designed for 
the use of lawyers and legislators, 
will act as a framework toward 
the simplification of our convey- 
ancing system and help it to 
function on a modern, streamlin- 
ed basis. 

The laymen and businessmen 
have expressed the opinion that 
our system of dealing with titles 
to land has not kept pace with 


modern business methods. The 
Committee on Improvement of 
Conveyancing and Recording 


Practices has therefore selected 
as its current project considera- 
tion of the use of mechanical and 
electronic methods to improve 
indexing and recording of Court 
House records. ts aim is to 
counteract, by the application of 
modern business methods, some 
of the cumbersome details in- 


| mechanical 


volved in the examination of 
titles. The use of electronics or 
means has. been 
adopted in some scattered coun- 
ties throughout the country. Be- 
fore recommending any changes 
in state laws, however, this Com- 
mittee is reviewing the experi- 
ence in these counties with a 
view to determining what the sys- 


‘tem will accomplish, how much 


it will cost, and how much sav- 
ings it will effect in the long run. 

Government regulation of 
land-use can no longer be said 





Insurance, Negligence and Com- 
pensation Law, and the Section 
of Taxation were also acting in- 
dependently on the subject and 
considering proposals for reme- 
dial legislation. To correlate the 
work which had already been 
done within the four Sections, 
and to centralize further work 
within a single group, the House 
of Delegates created a Special 
Committee under the name of 
“Committee on Federal Liens”. 
This Committee was comprised 
of two members from each of the 


to be a monopoly of the munici- | four Sections, and the Chairman. 


pal attorney. 


Such regulation | Following a thorough study it 


has become a matter of vital | drafted legislation which is pres- 


concern for lawyers representing 
private clients in the sale of pri- 


other than municipal attorneys 


|vate land. The need for lawyers | 


to participate in planning proce- | 


dures and practices is becoming 
more evident every day. 


The | 


Committee on Planning and De- | 


veloping Metropolitan Communi- 
ties is dedicated to the study of 
this field and to the reporting of 
developments therein. 


Many of you have probably en- 


countered serious problems aris- | 


ing out of Federal liens and ex- 
perienced the frustration inci- 


dent to their handling under ex- | 


isting laws and decisions. 
1956 a Committee on Relative 
Priority of Government and Pri- 


In | 


vate Liens was formed to do! 


something about this. This Com- 
mittee was charged with two 
responsibilities: (1) to make a 


study of the status of the exist- | 


ing law in the field assigned, as 
reflected both in statutes and in 


judicial decisions, and (2) to con- | 


sider the questions of public pol- 
icy that are inherent in the pro- 
blem of priorities which should 
be accorded to government liens 
and private liens. 
assignment affected so many 
branches of the law that the 
Section of Corporation Banking 
and Business Law, the Section of 


The second | 


ently before the 87th Congress 
in the form of Senate Bill 1193 
and House Bills 4319 and 4320. 





~ Continued on page 8, col. 1) 
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A complete title insurance 
service throughout the 
States of New York, New 
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On the Importance of 
WILLS and ATTORNEYS 


advertising campaigns we 
particular emphasis on the vital importance of people consulting 
their attorneys to draw their Wills and keep them up-to-date. 


In estate work we make it a point to advise our customers that 
consultation with their attorneys will result in lasting benefits for 


It has long been our privilege to work closely and understandingly 
We cordially invite you to visit our 
modern Department of Estates and Trusts, housed in its own 
building and currently managing over $150 million in trust funds. 
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retain the services of the attorney who drew the will of 
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Your ABA Counterpart 





(Continued from page 7) 


This legislation, if passed, should 


do much to afford protection to, 


mechanics’ lienors, sureties, con- 


tract purchasers, mortgagees, op- | 


tionees, lessees, and others, who 
may acquire an interest in real 
estate and should generally clar- 
ify many doubts as to creditors’ 
security which have been magni- 
fied through conflicting court de- 
cisions. The proposed legislation 
was unanimously approved and 
recommended to Congress by the 
House of Delegates and has the 
general support of many state 
and local Bar Associations, the 
American Bankers Association, 
the United States Savings and 
Loan League, the American Title 
Association, and others. Senate 
Bill 1193 has been referred to the 
Senate Committee on Finance 
and H.R. 4319 and H.R. 4320 to 
the House Committee on Ways 
and Means. In view of the many 
matters now pending in Con- 
gress, it is apparent that only 
with a real showing of interest 
on the part of the Bar through- 
out the country can these bills 
be moved for hearing and acted 
upon. What has this Section of 
the New Jersey Bar done about 
this legislation? Have you dis- 
cussed it in your meetings? Have 
you recommended that the New 
Jersey State Bar Association go 
on record in favor of the bills? 
As individuals interested in this 
subject, have you communicated 
with your Congressman? This 
legislation deserves the full and 
active support of all of us. 

The time and expense involved 
in the administration of dece- 
dents’ estates has long been of 
concern to lawyers and the pub- 
lic. In many states the delays 
incident to the procedure of ad- 
ministration and the expenses 
have been reduced by the adop- 
tion of small estates legislation. 
During the past year the Com- 
mittee on Probate and Estate Ad- 
ministration has been engaged 


in a study of these small estates | 


laws. The purpose of the Com- 


mittee’s undertaking is to ascer- | 
tain the present status of small | 


estates laws in the United States, 
to consider to what extent these 


laws could be improved and moc- | 
ernized, to suggest methods by | 
which the Section can be of as- | 


sistance in bringing to the at- 
tention of the Bar generally, the 
public and the state legislatures 
the respective shortcomings in 
the various states, to call atten- 


tion to the importance of mak- 
ing improvements and moderniz- 
ation of any laws, and to discuss 
any types of legislation recom- 
;}mended. This Committee plans 
on preparing a final report and 
recommendation for submission 
'to the 1961 Annual Meeting. 

The Pension and Profit-Shar- 
ing Trusts Committee has been 
|in close touch with proposed leg- 
lislation, both State and Federal, 
/in the field of pension and wel- 
| fare funds, while keeping an eye 
/on the administration front. It 
|has also been very active with 
|regard to the proposed Self-Em- 
|ployed Individuals Retirement 
| Act (popularly known as the 
pre on Bill, H.R. 10) and is now 
| working on a model form of trust 
;agreement in connection with 
jthis bill. Incidentally, I was 
|pleased to note that the House 
| Ways and Means Committee has 
jrecently reported favorably on 
| the Keogh Bill by a vote of 18 to 
|5, despite continued Treasury 
opposition and that early House 
passage under suspension of the 
'rules was expected. The Ameri- 
/can Bar Association is doing its 
|part in support of this needed 
| legislation. Are you doing yours? 
|The aid of your friends in the 
medical profession, and others 
who are self-employed, should be 
| sOlicited. Certainly the self-em- 
| ployed are just as entitled to tax 
|relief in their planning for re- 
| tirement as are employees of cor- 
| porations. 
| Other Committees actively at 
| work in this Section include the 
Committee on Acceptable Titles 
to Real Property, the Committee 
on Fees and Commissions in Pro- 
bate Proceedings, the Committee 
on Charitable Trusts, the Com- 
mittee on Simplification of Sec- 
urity Transfers by Fiduciaries, 
and the Committee on Estate and 
Tax Planning. 

As usual, the latest significant 
decisions, statutes and literature 
of interest dealing with real pro- 
perty, trust and probate law are 
being compiled and digested by 
Committees assigned to this 
work. The digest will be included 
in the 1961 Proceedings for use 
of the membership. This com- 
|pilation is another one of the 
very valuable services available 
to members of the Section. 

I venture to suggest that the 





material which the Section of | 


| Real Property, Probate and Trust 
|Law of the American Bar Asso- 
|ciation furnishes its members is 
'Of great value to lawyers prac- 
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We are pleased to co-operate with New Jersey 
attorneys in planning Estates and in serving as 
Executor, Administrator. Trustee or in Court 
appointed fiduciary capacities. 
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Joun T. Lyons, Vice President and Trust Officer 


Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
Member Federal Reserve System 























| Commissioners 
| effective 


Corporate Law Practice. 
Bill Before California 
Legislature 


Sacramento (ACCN) — A Dill | 
pending before the California 
legislature that could pave the 
way for lawyers to form small 
corporations is being studied by 
the California State Bar. 

Some California lawyers want 
permission to form corporations 
so they can enjoy income tax 
advantages available to business 
corporations and their executives. 

The bill, now in the State As- 
sembly, would allow corporations 
for the sole purpose of render- 
ing professional services. 

But an American Bar spokes- 
man has called the corporation 
movement in general for lawyers, 
not consistent with the tradition 
that corporations are incompat- 
ible with professional lawyer- 
client relations. 


Commercial Law League 
Convention July 2-6 


The Commercial Law League 
of America will hold its 67th an- 
nual convention at Saranac Inn, 
New York, July 2-6, 1961. 

John C. Satterfield, President 
Elect of the American Bar As- 
sociation will address the meet- 
ing on Monday, July 3rd. 
July 4th, the convention will hear 


of Philadelphia, prominent Phil- 
adelphia attorney 
President of the American Bar 
Association. On Wednesday eve- 
ning the speaker will be Arthur 
Levitt, Comptroller of the State 
of New York. 
The Annual Award of the 
in the field of commercial law 
will be presented to the Honor- 
able Carl D. Friebolin, Referee in 
Bankruptcy, Past President of 
the National Association of Ref- 
erees in Bankruptcy. Referee 


referees in bankruptcy and has 
a distinguished career in the 
field dating back to 1916, the 
year that he was first appointed 
to his present post. 

As an educational feature, the 

convention will hear a panel of 
experts discuss the legal aspects 
of the use of electronic data pro- 
| cessing machines. 
Presiding officer at the conven- 
| tion will be W. Alex Kennedy of 
Detroit, the President of the 
League for 1960-1961. 


Copies of P.U.C. Rules, 
Etc., Available 


The Board of Public Utility 
having revised 
January 30, 1961, its 
| Rules, Suggested Procedures and 
| Administrative Orders to con- 
form to its experience with en- 
actments formulated two years 
before, has combined all three 
into a single bound volume with 
a comprehensive table of con- 
| tents. These volumes are now 
available for purchase at $4.38 
from the Board at 101 Com- 
merce St., Newark. 











ticing in the flelds covered. As 
| dedicated lawyers you are inter- 
ested not only in what you can 
receive from the Section, but 
| what you can give to the profes- 
;sion. The many and varied ac- 
| tivities of the Section of Real 
| Property, Probate and Trust Law 
|of the ABA will afford you an 
excellent opportunity to further 
|participate in and contribute to 
| the improvement of law and leg- 
| islation in these three areas. 
There is much work to be done in 
the public interest. In the words 
of the Scripture, “The harvest 
truly is plenteous but the labour- 
ers are few.”’ Your ABA counter- 
part needs the legal talent and 
outstanding leadership of the 
New Jersey Bar. Coordination of 
efforts of the national and state! 
bar sections will strengthen the 
work and increase the benefits 
of this important section of the | 
State Bar. 





Proposal On Connally Amendment Draws 
Bar's Fire 





A resolution submitted by a 
Special Committee of the New 


| Jersey State Bar Association ap- 
| pointed to prepare substitute re- | 


servations for the Connally re- 
servation to World Court juris- 
diction set off a wave of opposi- 
tion which culminated in charges 
that the resolution would “water 
down” the association’s stand on 
the Connally reservation and 
that the committee had not car- 
ried out its assignment; in tabl- 
ing of the proposed resolution; 


jing out 


and in a referral of the matter | 


back to the committee for fur- 
ther study and completion of its 
assignment. 


The resolution, which was 
printed in the Law Journal of 
May 11, was offered by Morgan 
R. Seiffert, Chairman of the 
committee, at the annual meet- 
ing last Friday after an intro- 
ductory statement that changes 
in the world situation since the 
association went on record last 
year favoring repeal of the Con- 
nally Amendment, and recogni- 
tion of the superior knowledge 
of the Senate, the State Depart- 
ment, and other government 


The opposition was then re- 


|/newed by Milton T. Lasher and 


John R. Kelly, who voiced dis- 
appointment in the committee’s 
action and censure for not carry- 
its assignment. Kelly 
added that action taken on the 
proposal either way now might 
be misconstrued by the press and 
therefore suggested that to avoid 
any misconception, the proposed 
resolution be amended by adding 
words expressly stating that the 
Association recommends that the 
Connally reservation be termin- 
ated. This amendment was ac- 
cepted by the Committee. 
Burrell Ives Humphreys then 
rose to assert that no alternate 
reservations were needed and to 
move that the resolution be 
tabled so that the committee 
could restudy the matter and 
come back with actual recom- 
mended substitute reservations 


|or with a resolution that no sub- 


stitute was needed. The motion 
to table was overwhelmingly 
passed 

Leon Dreskin then moved that 


|the committee be continued for 


bodies, led the committee to pro- | 


pose the resolution it offered 


|rather than to submit a specific | 


On | 


an address by David F. Maxwell, | 


substitute for the Connally re- 
servation to jurisdiction of the 
World Court. The resolution of- 


| fered, in its first paragraph stat- 


and Past! 


ed it was the sense of the Associ- 
ation that the Connolly Amend- 
ment will not further world peace 
through law, in its second para- 
graph proposed that the Senate 
should substitute such other re- 


| servations as will not be inimical 


League for outstanding service | 


Freibolin, at 84, is dean of the) 


to the furtherance of world peace 
through law, but as may, in its 
wisdom, be essential for the pro- 


tection of the United States, and | 


in its third paragraph stated 
the Senate is the best qualified 
body to frame such reservations. 

Joseph Harrison, editor of the 


| present 


the purpose of presenting sub- 
stitute reservations. Mr. Yauch 
responded that while he agrees 
the Connally Amendment is 
wrong, the committee with its 
limited knowledge cannot con- 
scientiously come up with an al- 
ternate reservation and that he 
therefore believes continuance of 
the committee would be useless. 
To this Mr. Dreskin replied that 
though not possessed of all the 
secret information available to 
the Senate, the committee and 
the Bar was still qualified to and 
should study the problem and 
its best judgment for 
such action as the Senate saw fit. 
The motion to recommit was then 


| overwhelmingly carried ending 


Law Journal, sparked the opposi- | 


tion which quickly developed, by 
questioning whether the resolu- 
tion, and particularly the first 
paragraph, was not the beginning 
of a reversal of the association’s 
stand as being flatly opposed to 
the Connally reservation. At 
this point, John H. Yauch, a 
member of the committee, came 
up to assist Mr. Seiffert in de- 
fending the committee’s position 
and proposal. 

Despite the assurance of Mr. 
Yauch and of the chair that the 
“sense” of the resolution was to 
continue the association’s dis- 
approval of the Connally reserva- 
tion and that no change was in- 
tended; George Warren also rose 
to oppose the resolution, charg- 
ing the committee did not carry 
out its assignment but rather 
was “watering down” the associ- 
ation’s stand on this issue. Ber- 
nard Chazen echoed the same 
sentiments and added “we must 
come out flatly against the Con- 
nally or any other reservation. 
If we are inadequate to consider 
the problem of a substitute, let’s 
state so flatly. But if not, and I 
don’t believe so, any resolution 
passed palming off the decision 
to the Senate or any other body, 
is just hedging”. 

The Committee received sup- 
port from Charles F. Dittmar who 
stated he was opposed to the 
World Court altogether, that he 
would trust the Senate, and that 
the committee is facing reality. 


the debate. 


Union Bar Golf Outing 
June 22 


The Bar Association of Union 
County will hold its Annual Golf 
Tournament and Dinner on 
Thursday, June 22, at the Braid- 
burn Country Club in Florham 
Park. 

The golfing facilities of the 
club will be available all day. 
Cocktails will be served at 5:30 
P.M. and dinner at 7:00 P.M. The 
Hon. Julius Kwalick will be toast- 
master. 

Reservations are $10 each and 
must be made with Nathan R. 
Leavitt, Treas., by June 10th. 

Bernard L. Davis and Ralph 
De Vita are Co-chairmen of the 
affair. 


Lambert To Speak On 
Stare Decisis At 
Seminar In Newark 


Thomas F. Lambert, Jr., Editor- 
in-Chief of the NACCA Law 
Journal, will deliver an address 
at the Seminar of the New Jer- 
sey Chapter of NACCA, to o¢ 
held on Saturday, June 17, i961 
at the Downtown Club, Newark 

Mr. Lambert, in his address, 
will endeavor to refute with doc- 
umentation the assertion that 
stare decisis prohibits a court 
from correcting past mistakes 
or recognizing new _ interests 
leaving law reform the exclusive 
province of the legislature. 
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A Friend Out Of Court 


In all phases of estate planning and administration, the 
highly skilled and experienced officers of our Trust 
Department offer intelligent assistance and cooperation 


to attorneys throughout New Jersey. 


NEW JERSEY BANK 


AND TRUST COMPANY 


— Offices Throughout Passaic County — 
Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 




















Bar Ass 
Jersey | 
2 
Samuel 
8. Mey 


gt go 


lam J. 
Woelper 


AT THE SIXTY-THIRD ANNUAL MEETING OF THE 


NEW JERSEY 


Hotel Shelburne, Atlantic City 


1. Whitney North Seymour, president American 
Bar Association, and Douglas M. Hicks, president New 
Jersey State Bar Association. 

_ 2 Hon. Theodore J. Labrecque, Jereme Alper, 
samuel Avidan, Walter Leichter, Ist V.P., Gov. Robert 
B. Meyner, George I. Marcus and John R. Kelly. 

3, Nathan Bilder and John H. Yauch. 

4. Norman N. Popper and John N. Bain. 

5. Hon. Haydn Proctor, Hon. John J. Francis, Wil- 
lam J. Condon, Arnold B. Elkind and Willard G. 
Woelper at institute on products liability cases. 


6. Joseph B. Schwartz and Samuel S. Cohen. 

7. Joseph H. Rodriguez, William J. Hughes and 
Edwin T. Ferren III. 

8. J. Jerome Kaplon and Hon. Kenneth C. Hand. 

9. John W. Woelfie, Exec. Sec., John R. Kelly and 
John R. Armstrong, meeting chairman. 

10. A. Donald McKenzie and B. Warren Hehl. 

11. David H. Schantz, William S. Zink, Louis B. 
Le Duc and Julius Sklar. “ 

12. H. Albert Hyett, Hon. Walter H. Conklin and 
David Roskein. 


STATE 


BAR ASSOCIATION 
May 19-20, 1961 


13. Arthur L. Abrams, Lawrence B. Raff and 
Prof. Clarence C. Ferguson at forum on Commercial 
Code. 

14. I. Arthur Levy, John B. Baratta and Harold 
Alper. 

15. Thomas W. Rauffenbart, Hon. Leon Leonard, 
Samuel Epstein and Murray Fredericks. 

16. Adrian M. Foley, Jr., 2nd V.P., and Dr. Emma 
E. Dillon, Sec’y. 

17. Gary N. Skoloff, Maurice Schapira, George 
Kesselhaut and Saul A. Wolfe. 
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New Jersey Case Notes From Law Reviews 


|seems that the position of the! 
| court in the present case is more | 





The New Jersey Law Journal, from 
time to time, publishes case notes on 
New Jersey cases as such notes appear 
in the various Law Reviews throughout 


| fective parts at the factory, was | desirable. Recognizing the real-| 
void as against public policy.)ities of present-day mass market- 
Henningsen v. Bloomfield Motors, ing, the court concluded that a) 


Hunterdon Bar Minimum Fee Schedule 


Revised April 12, 1961 
(Actual disbursements should be added, 
except where otherwise noted) 








|Inc., 32 NJ. 358, 161 A.2d 69| remote manufacturer who puts| NOTE: These fees are minimum. Frequently higher fees will bs 





the country, so that our readers may 


(1960). | 
have the benefit of these comments on <r —— oe 
the decisions of our courts. The note n dealing with implied war- 


reprinted below is from The Harvard | ranties of merchantability, the 
Law Review, Vol. 74, No. 3. |Uniform Sales Act makes no 


SALES IMPLIED WARR AN. | mention of privity,’ leaving the 


TIES — Implied warranty of | 
merchantability renders manu- 
facturer liable to buyer’s wife 
despite disclaimer clause and | 
absence of Privity of Contract. 
Henningsen v. Bloomfield Mot- 
ors, Inc. (N. J. 1960). 





mote vendee to judicial deter- 
mination. 





liability without privity for de- 
fective food products,’ and there 


|the requirement of privity with 


An automobile manufactured regard to other articles,‘ the pres- | 


by one defendant and purchased | ent case is the first unequivocal 


manufacturer’s liability to a re-| 


Although under the) 
act many courts have imposed | 


| have been increasing attacks on | 


from the other veered off a high-| holding by the highest court of a | 
way because of a defective steer- | state that privity is unnecessary | 


ing- mechanism, 
buyer’s wife, who was the driver. | form Commercial Code also fails 


injuring the/to warrant liability. The Uni-| 


She brought an action for per-/to take a position on this issue, | 


sonal injuries, in which her hus- | the drafters stating that the ap- 
band joined claiming consequen-| plicable section “is not intended 


|an article in the stream of trade 
| and creates demand for it by ad- 
| vertising should be held to guar- | 
| antee his product to the ultimate | 
| consumer.” The risk of defective 
products is thus borne by those} 
in the best position either to con- | 
trol the danger or to distribute 
the losses. 

In deciding that the disclaim- | 
/er clause was void, the court} 
might have relied on the con-| 
| tract principle that where “small | 
print” containing an important | 
| Waiver of rights is not fairly call- 
ed to the attention of the prom- 
isor, he is not bound by clauses 
that he has never read.” Al- 
though the court discussed this 
theory, it chose to go further 
its decision on the 


}and rest 


|ground that the disclaimer was) 


tial damages. A negligence count to enlarge or restrict the devel- | 


was dismissed at the trial and| oping case law.’” 

the cause submitted to the jury; Classical theory limited any 
solely on the basis of an alleged| warranty recovery to the buyer,’ 
breach of an implied warranty | although courts often used legal 
of merchantability. Judgments fictions to permit redress to 
were entered on jury verdicts| members of his family.’ In sus- 
against both defendants. On ap-| taining the buyer’s wife’s recov- 
peal, held, judgments affirmed. | ery in the present case, the court 
Under the Uniform Sales Act, in| proposed the establishment of a 
force in New Jersey,’ an implied | cause of action in favor of the 
warranty of merchantability, en-| buyer’s family and all others 
forceable against both dealer and| whose use is with the buyer’s 
manufacturer, arose in favor of | consent. Since this group is 
both the ultimate purchaser and | within the distributive chain and 
his wife, despite their lack of is one of the targets of commer- 


a contract imposed by a non-| 


|competitive industry giving the 


buyer only the choice of buying 
a car under that contract or 
buying no car." For this reason, 


| the court declared the disclaimer 


privity with the manufacturer. | jal solicitation, the manufactur- | 


The standard disclaimer clause} er and the dealer should be made 
of the Automobile Manufactur-/]iable to them on the same con- 
ers Association incorporated in| siderations on which liability to 
the contract of sale, which lim- | the buyer is established. In sim- 
ited the dealer’s and manufac-| jlarly extending the dealer's lia- 


turer's liabilities to replacing de- | bility, the Uniform Commercial | 


1 N.J. Rev. Stat. § 46:30-21 (1937); 
Uniform Sales Act 15. 


|Code, which the court in the 
|present case cited as a persua- 
|sive analogy, implements a de- 
| sire to free “beneficiaries [of the 
warranty] from any technical 
|rules as to ‘privity.’’”’ Since the 
Code does not deal with manu- 
|facturer’s liability, its drafters 
/}apparently concluded upon an 
janalysis of the interests that 
|manufacturer’s liability is soci- 
| ally less necessary than the ex- 
| tension of dealer’s liability to 
& | the buyer’s family. Once liability 
3 % jis predicated on a weighing of 
a ;the interests, with privity no 








Legal for 
Trust Funds 





© year see ‘ 
current |longer a factor of decision, it 
rote = 

| § BG, x Duchess Sandwich € 
3. E.G., Klein v. Duchess Sandwich Co., 
COMPOUNDED | 14 Cal. 2d 272, 93 P.2d 799 (1939): see 
4 TIMES A YEAR | Prosser, The Assault Upon the Citadel (Strict 
Liability to the Consumer), 69 Yale L.J. 


1099, 1107-10 (1960). 

4. E.g., Spence v. Three Rivers Builders 
& Masonry Supply, Ine., 353 Mich. 120, 90 
N.W.2d 873 (1958) (alternative holding) ; 
Escola vy. Coca Cola Bottling Co., 24 Cal. 
| 2d 453, 461-68, 150 P.2d 436, 440-44 (1944) 
(Traynor, J., coneurring). See generally 
| Prosser, The Assault Upon the Citadel (Strict 


MONROE 


x | Liability to the Consumer), 69 Yale L.J. 
| 1099 (1960). 
Savings & Loan Assn. | 5. Uniform Commercial Code § 2-318, 
|; comment 3. 
6. E.g., Hanback yv. Dutch Baker Boy, 


221 WASHINGTON STREET 
NEWARK 2, N J. 


| Inc., 107 F.2d 203 (D.C. Cir. 1939) (child). 
7. E.g., Ryan v. Progressive Grocery Stores, 
. 255 N.Y. 388, 175 N.E. 105 (1931) 
sney relation): Coca-Cola Bottling Works 








MArket 3-7090 . Lyons, 145 Miss. 876, 111 So. 305 (1927) 
(warranty analogized to covenant running 

|} with the land) 
8. Uniform Commercial Code § 2-318, com- 


ment 2. 

















THANK YOU! 


... for the opportunity of serving you and 
your clients during the past year. 


Much of the success of our Trust Depart- 
ment can be attributed to our friendly rela- 
tions with the members of the bar. 


It is our policy to co-operate with lawyers 
in all trust and estate matters. 


COMMERCIAL TRUST CO. 


OF NEW JERSEY 





Main Office: 15 Exchange Place, Jersey City 2, N. J. 


Member Federol Reserve System and Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 














| their new offices at 333 Fairview 
| Ave., Westwood. 


void as outside the section of the | 
Uniform Sales Act which allows) 
any contractual duty to be neg- 
atived by express agreement of 
the parties,” implying that such} 
an agreement must be equitable 
and bargained for, rather than 
imposed, to be within the act.” 
Although many courts have been 


| slow to give effect to disclaimers, 


using the familiar device of strict | 
construction," this is apparently 
the first case in which the high- 
est court of a state has openly 
declared this type of provision 
void on such grounds.” 

The Uniform Commercial Code, 
cited by the court in the present 
case, also provides for the nonen- 
forcement of any clause of a 
contract adjudged “unconscion- 
able,” and makes prima facie un- 
conscionable any limitation of 
damages for personal injury re- 
sulting from breach of a war- 
ranty on consumer goods.” In 
determining what is unconscion- 
able the Code emphasizes the 
surprise or oppression which re- 
sults from ambiguous or conceal- 
ed provisions, not the element of 
“superior bargaining power.’ 
But it seems that the principle of 
“unconscionability” should be 
| extended, as is done by the pres- 
ent court, to any imposition of 
standard provisions found un- 
reasonable in the _ particular 
commercial situation. Since most 
courts do not permit the parties 
to contract away negligence lia- 
bility where bargaining power is 
grossly disparate,” it would ap- 
pear proper to permit judicial 
examination of warranty dis- 
claimers on the same principle 
when the buyer has no real 
choice among sellers and lacks 
the bargaining power to change 
the provisions of the agreement 
with the particular seller. 

The present decision should 
encourage manufacturers’ to 
write contracts that can be con- | 
strued as good-faith limitations | 
of liability, sharing equitably the 
risk of defects in their products 
with the consumer. In addition, 
the decision is notable as an ex- 
ample of a court’s use of the 
Uniform Commercial Code as an 
advisory authority” in the solu- 
tion of problems left undeter- 
mined by the Uniform Sales Act. 


161 
Great 
’ac. 673 (1923). 
161 A.2d at 86-87. 

ts of Adhesion 
f Contract, 













‘.J. at 378-84, A.2d at 80-S4. 
g., Jo at N 


No. Ry., 68 





29 (1943). 
t. § 46:30-3 (1937); 





= € Ti. 
404, 161 A.2d at 95. 
v. Potts, 173 Minn 

pe Lumbrazo 
7> N.E. 525 
r on). 

r. Radio Center Delica- 
isc. 879. 9 N.Y.S.2d 110 
x t. 1939) (analysis and situa- 
tion similar to the present case). | 


Announcement 


Jos. Frederick Bratt and J. 
Howard Bratt have moved to} 


| 


! | Sane ERNE a ee EA RE AR ESA 


justified because of the time and labor required, the novelty or 
difficulty of the questions involved, the skill requisite properly 
to conduct the matter, the amount involved, the benefits re- 
sulting to the client from the services, and other factors. 


1, TRANSACTIONS INVOLVING SALE OR EXCHANGE OF REA! 


2. 


3. 


ESTATE 
Representing seller—total of minimum fees for various 
services rendered, or 12 of 1% of selling price, whichever 


is higher. 
Deed (no closing) execution of same $ 20.0 
Affidavit of Title 10.0 
Bond and mortgage (no closing) 30.00 
Assignment of mortgage 15.00 
Release of mortgage or judgment 20.00 
Discharge of mortgage 10.00 
Extension of mortgage agreement 20.00 
Subordination agreement 25.00 
Agreement for sale of realty 30.00 
Examination of simple real estate contract 15.00 
Lease — simple 20.00 
Lease — commercial 35.0 
Option to purchase: 

Fixed Term 20.0 

First refusal and other clauses 35.00 
Agreement — exchange of property 40.00 
Drawing satisfaction of judgment in title matter 15.00 


Contract for sale of business 
Affidavits (supplemental) 10.00 
Installment Agreements 50.00 
Cancellation of Mortgage (Bond or Note) 
Mortgage Declaration of No off-set 
Judgment Assignments 0 
Combination Real and Chattel Mortgage 50.00 
Drawing: 
Assignment of lease 15.00 
Assignment of rent 0 
Bill of sale—simple 
Bill of sale with schedules exceeding one page 00 
Building contract 50.00 
Chattel Mortgage 
Chattel Mortgage on automobile 30.00 
Conditional bill of sale 20.00 
Attendance at title closing: 
In office 2 
Out of office 25 
Out of town 3 
Over 15 miles from office 40 


EXAMINATION OF TITLE 





(a) Making 60 year Hunterdon County search and 
certifying title (plus tax search and Superior 
Court search) $100.00 

plus % of 1% of purchase price or 
mortgage up to $100,000.00 (Additional 
fee discretionary over $100,000.00) 

(b) Continuation Search (plus tax search and Super- 
ior Court search) if own search 40.00 
otherwise, continuing another attorney’s search 60.00 

plus % of 1% of amount involved over 
amount involved at time of previous 
search. 

(c) On recast loans, where net proceeds under $5.- 
000.00 and search under 2 years, fee discretionary 
with minimum for all services of h 

(d) Personal property search, including chattel mort- 
gage, conditional sales, judgments, etc. 2( 

(e) Construction Loans, examining records prior to 


advances, and attending to advancement, each 
advancement 
OFFICE CONSULTATIONS 
Where no other service is to be rendered to client 
$20.00 per hour, but not less than 


4. COMMERCIAL COLLECTIONS 


5. 


6. 


On collections received over a list, the Commercial Law 

League Schedule of Recommended Uniform Rates shall 

apply (See Lawyers Diary for current rates). 

On all other collections: v 
If settled without suit 20 
In case of suit (without appeal) 
In case of appeal 40 
On claims up to $50.00 5) 
On claims over $50.00—minimum fee 

WILLS 

Drawing ordinary will, without special clauses 
If with trust provisions 

Drawing similar wills for husband and wife 


If with trust provisions 35.00 
Drawing wills with marital deduction 50.00 
CORPORATIONS — 
Organizing a stock corporation 200 OU 
Dissolving a stock corporation by consent 75.00 
Dissolving a stock corporation by 2s vote 125.00 





(Continued on page 11, col. 1) 
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West Jersey Title and Guaranty Company 


Central Camden Parkade Bldg., 518 Market Street, Camden, N. J. 


COMPLETE TITLE INSURANCE AND SEARCH SERVICE 
IN ALL COUNTIES OF NEW JERSEY AND PENNSYLVANIA 
SPECIAL FACILITIES AVAILABLE FOR THE CONVENIENCE OF 
APPROVED TITLE ATTORNEYS 


OFFICES 
Toms River, N. J. 


Trenton, N. J. 
Wildwood, N. J. 


Woodbury, N. J 
King of Prussia, Po. 
Philadelphia, Pc. 


Burlington, N. J. 
Penns Grove, N. J. 
Sea Isle City, N. J. 
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Hunterdon Bar Minimum Fee Schedule 


(Continued from page 10) 











Securing authority for foreign corporation to conduct 
business in N. J. 

Amending corporate charter 

Foreign corporation, acting agent, and filing annual 
statement (per year) 

Domestic corporation, acting as registered agent, con- 
ducting annual meeting and filing annual report 


100.00 


50.00 


(per year) 50.00 | 
Acting as registered agent for foreign corporation 

without filing annual statement 25.00 
Withdrawal of foreign corporation 25.00 


DIVORCE 

Uncontested, resident defendant 

Uncontested, with non-resident defendant 

Contested, (plus per diem fee for trial and appear- 
ance) 

Separation agreement 


$400.00 
450.00 


400.00 
75.00 


Sequestration, in addition to above fees 150.00 
Contempt (Civil) 75.00 
Ne Exeat 100.00 
Injunction against Foreign Divorce 450.00 


Bankruptcy 
Voluntary 
plus $50. for each additional bankrupt or partnership 
0. FORECLOSURE 


Uncontested foreclosure with or without count for 


possession 
Taxed costs, plus an additional minimum counsel 
fee of 200.00 
Together with 2% of decree from $2,501 
to $5,000 plus 1% of decree from $5,001 to 
$25,000 plus 42% of decree from $25,001 
and upwards. 
iction for possession (uncontested) 150.00 | 
Foreclosure of Chattel Mortgages (by notice) 100.00 
Uncontested tax lien foreclosure 350.00 | 
Foreclosing tax sale certificates under in rem pro- 
ceedings 150.00 | 
plus $50. each certificate 
Cancellation of mortgage by judgment of court 150.00 
Objection to Confirmations 150.00 
LANDLORD AND TENANT 
Dispossess (local action) uncontested 50.00 | 
Dispossess (local action) contested 75.00 | 
Distraint for rent 75.00 | 
ADOPTIONS 
Adoptions (1 hearing) 150.00 | 
Adoptions (2 hearings) 200.00 
MISCELLANEOUS FEES 
Change of name proceedings 125.00 
Certificate of trade name 20.00 
Partnership agreement 50.00 
Power of attorney (not involving real estate) 15.00 
Power of attorney (involving real estate) 25.00 
Preparing Mechanics’ Notice of Intention or Stop 
Notice and filing 10.00 
Discharge of Mechanics’ Notice of Intention 10.00 | 
Preparation of Release of Mechanics’ Liens 10.00 
Preparation of Release of Mechanics’ Liens together 
with signing by all parties 20.00 
ertificate of discharge of Mechanics’ Lien claim 10.00 
ontracts—simple 25.00 
Covenant not to sue 20.00 
Discharge of Stop Notice 10.00 
Release—general 15.00 | 
Trade mark 50.00 
COUNTY COURTS 
Appeals from Municipal Courts 
i! Motor Vehicle 
Drunken Driving 250.00 
Reckless Driving 150.00 
Hit and Run 150.00 
Speeding (where automatic revocation involved) 150.00 
0) All others 100.00 
Claim of property 150.00 
Contempt proceedings on discovery 100.00 
Discovery 50.00 
Possession of land proceedings 
Uncontested 150.00 
Contested 200.00 
Garnishes 40.00 
Liquidated claims, taxed costs, minimum counsel fee 50.00 
On any collection an additonal fee, based upon the 
amount collected. 
Bastardy 250.00 
Entry of Plea to Misdemeanor and Securing Order 
for Bail 100.00 
Entry of Plea to High Misdemeanor and Securing Order 
for Bail 250.00 
Per diem rate in event of trial (Misdemeanor) 200.00 
DISTRICT COURT | 
Representing plaintiff or defendant at trial 50.00 
Contempt proceedings 40.00 
Discovery order 30.00 ; 
Garnishee order 40.00 
Replevin proceedings—uncontested 100.00 
Order to show cause 30.00 
Processing friendly settlement 75.00 
MUNICIPAL COURTS 
Representing complainant or defendant 50.00 | 
Representing defendant 
Drunken driving 200.00 | 














BUSINESS and 


=~ TOANS 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


100.00 | 


| Assembly 


i The following bills were intro- 


duced in the Assembly: 

| A-588 Kraut, Biber, Savino & 
| Deamer. To permit the execution 
of wills outside of New Jersey in 
| accordance with the law of the 
| place of execution and domicile, 
|}Sso long as it is in writing and 


subscribed to by the testator. 
| (Jud.) 
| A-636 Kraut, Keegan, Bowkley, 


| Franklin & Stamler. To permit 
| magistrates to place certain dis- 
| orderly person offenders on pro- 
j bation under the supervision of 
| chief county probation officer for 
| a period of up to 3 years. (R&A 
| 

| A-637 Kraut, Keegan, Franklin 
| & Stamler. To provide that the 


| salary of the Administrative Di- 





Bills Introduced 


by the Chief Justice; clarifies the 
duties, pOWers and responsibili- 
ties of that Administrative Of- 
ficer. (Jud:) 

A-638 Kraut, Stamler, Doren & 
Franklin. To provide that all con- 
victions in judgments for con- 
tempt by a municipal court shall 
be reviewable by the county 
court, both as to the law and 
the facts. (Jud.) 

A-641 Kraut. To increase the 
family exemption from execu- 
tion or levy from $500 to $1,000. 
(Jud.) 

A-661 Frederick. To provide 
that every insurance agent or 
broker shall be responsible in a 
fiduciary capacity for all funds 
received or collected as insur- 
ance agent or broker and shall 
not, without the express consent 














funds with his own. (R&AofL) 

A-664 Matthews. To raise the 
Superior Court filing fees from 
$25 to $30; makes other changes 
in fees in the Superior Court. 
(Jud.) 

A-665 Koenig, Frederick, Davis 
& Bowkley. To regulate the div- 
ersion of surface waters of the 
State for domestic, commercial, 
industrial and irrigational uses. 
(R&AofL) 

A-666 Farrington & Maraziti. 
To provide for the establishment 
of a Uniform Commercial Code. 
(Jud.) 

A-667 Farrington & Maraziti. 
To revise part of the statute law 
in connection with the enact- 
ment of the proposed Uniform 
Commercial Code under A-666. 





























| rector of the Courts shall be fixed!of his principal, mingle such (Jud.) 
— — A-668 Farrington & Maraziti. 
| Reckless driving 75.00| Companion bill to A-666. To 
Disorderly * ; 75.00! make several amendments to the 
- — Violation ani law regulating the purchase, sale 
astaray 00) and transfer of motor vehicles. 
| Preliminary arraignment Proceedings 100.00 | ( Jud.) 
| 16. APPEARANCE AND TRIAL A-675 Stamler. To provide upon 
| aac yore — Saab ac = return of a jury verdict of mur- 
settled without sui /o| der in the first degree a proceed- 
In case of suit (without appeal) 3314% ing shall be had before the jury 
7 case _ — ; poo with evidence and argument on 
n case of second appea ©!the penalty of either death or 
Preparation of pleadings, including all proceedings up life imprisonment, with life im- 
to pretrial 200.00| prisonment to be the sentence in 
Motions: the event that they shall not be 
par ga ad able to reach a penalty verdict. 
OBVESE ‘U0! (Jud.) 
| pik gs an am A-682 Doren. To provide that 
| » . . 
rises Sag aay : \ county judges, upon reappoint- 
| pie Pvc poy on ee Se aad ment for a second term, shall 
Preparation for appearance—per hour 20.00 pee _— during good behavior. 
Waiting at Court for trial—per day 75.00 a F 
Preparation for appeal—per hour 20.00/ 4-684 Doren, Sarcone, Davis, 
Special Interrogatories or Demands for Admissions 50.00 | Keegan, Matthews, Sweeney, Mc- 
| Processing friendly settlement 150.00 peak > D’Aloia. bbe 
a certain provisions whic s 
hs ee Avencies provided for in contracts with 
(a) Municipal eT the State, county, municipality 
Governing Body (except liquor license violations eee of 
or applications) $ 50.00 a re ; ? ae 
| Liquor license violations or applications 250.00! A-691 Martin. To impose a 
Planning Board for Minor Subdivision 35.00; State tax on the conveyance of 
Zoning Board (Board of Adjustment) | real property. (ie Ref.) 
For or against Variance (single property) | A-694 Davis. To fix an in- 
Residential 50.00 | creased schedule for inheritance 
Commercial 200.00| taxes. (No Ref.) _. 
When further appearance is required be- — 
fore Governing Body add $50.) sar ee ae —" 
. i eee | Lae or Eliz. 2- 
‘ — Education | Licensed and Bonded Established 1935 
(b) ate i PECIALTY” 
Alcoholic Beverage Commission (Newark) 250.00 | ere oe ee 
Civil Service Commission 100.00 | HANUS NATIONAL 
Motor Vehicle Commission 100.00 | 
18. GUARDIANSHIP | Bb ep 
Appointment of Guardian of minor 50.00 | | 1143 East Jersey St., Elizabeth 4, N. J. 
Appointment of Guardian ad litem by separate pro- 
ceeding 25.00 
19. INHERITANCE TAX 
Inheritance tax proceedings and filing waivers where FOR 
probate of will or administration is unnecessary 25.00 | 
20. LIQUOR LICENSES 
Uncontested: TR UST FUNDS 
Renewal 25.00 | 
Transfers (without appearance) Lead 
Contested: | 
Renewal 100.00 | 
Transfers 100.00 | a («| 
Club licenses (same for obtaining new club license) 100.00 | 
21. ON ESTATE SETTLEMENT | 4 ee 
(a) When the bulk of the estate is jointly owned | Annum 
property and no accounting (formal or informal) 
shall be filed 
3% of the gross estate which is reported on . ARTERLY 
the N.J. Inheritance Tax return | al 
Add $500 if Federal Tax return filed 
6% up to $50,000, except in litigation or special 
circumstances. 
Refunding bond and release (drawing and filing) 15.00 
22. MUNICIPAL OR SCHOOL BOND ISSUES 
2% up to $250,000; 
1% of excess of $250,000; 
minimum of $500.00. SAVINGS and LOAN 
23. MUNICIPAL ATTORNEYS, PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEYS, 
& BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT ATTORNEYS ASSOCIATION 
Annual retainer 200.00 
Attendance at meetings (to be charged against 955 Broad St. Newark 2, N. J. 
retainer) per meeting 25.00! 
The Federal Rules of Civil Pro- | 


cedure were enacted by Congress 
lon June 19, 1934. They empow- | 
ered the U. S. Supreme Court to | 
prescribe general rules of prac- | 
tice and procedure in civil ac- | 
tions brought in the District | 
Courts of the United States and | 





M _60 PARK PLACE 
ORGAN CO. tema an 
Forwarders Recognized Mitchell 2-7989 





the courts of the District of Col- 
umbia. i 


HUbbard 9-1144 


DEPOSITIONS - NORTHERN NEW JERSEY 


Reported by experienced Certified Shorthand Reporters 
and Notaries. Hearing room also available. 
Parking nearby. 

NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


Leonard W. Meyer 
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(Continued from page 1) 


omission of one of five names in 
second count was immaterial, or- 
der refusing amendment to in- 
sert it must be reversed with 
directions to permit amendment 
and to treat allegations of both 
counts as a single charge. 


Lowenstein v. Newark Bd. of 
Educ. (A-67, decided May 22, 
1961) 


Reversed determination of 
Com’r of Educ. which had affirm- 
ed, as modified respecting date 
for dismissal, action of Newark 
Bd. of Educ. in dismissing appel- 
lant by 5-4 vote, and said board is 
ordered to reinstate appellant as 
a teacher. For prior occasions in 





this case see 23 N.J. 364 and 33 
N.J. 277. As power of board to| 
act had been delineated by for-| 
mer Sup. Ct. opinion, viz. to de-| 
termine appellant's present fit- | 
ness as indicated by Communist 
associations, etc., Sup. Ct. must 
conclude that questions appellant 
refused to answer as to associa- 
tions from 1950 to July 1953 were 
not legally relevant. As Board 
concedes, there is nothing in rec- | 
ord to indicate appellant was a' 
Communist or subject to that) 
party’s ideology or discipline! 
from at least 1953. Reasons given} 
by two board members show that | 
they were not guided by issues] 
at stake. Issue of back salary 
due appellant must be deter-| 
mined independently, NJ.S.A | 
18:5-49.1. | 
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COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION 
BRUMBERG, JUDLOWE 
: : & SIGLER 
“ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
“SOF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 
@4 Howe Avenue, Passaic, Nod.” 
: Prescott 9-0362 - 






























WANT 
SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y 





LEGAL FOR 
TRUST FUNDS 


7e 


Per 


Annum 


Dividends Compounded 


Accounts Insured 
Up To $10,000. 
Savings received by 
15th of month earn 
from the Ist. 
Save by mail. 
We pay postage both ways. 


ARROW 


SAVINGS and 


LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3, N. J. 








i Full digest on page & 


BURPO Company 
Ppotvitel [inks 


192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK,N.J. 





WE ARE EQUIPPED TO RENDER 


| zone. 
in 


Petitions for Certification 
Granted—None 
SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Davanne Realty Co. v. Brune et 


als (A-832-59, decided May 18, 
1961) 
In appeal from Chan. Div. 


judgment determining amounts 
due to certain judgment creditor, 
etc., rejected appellant’s claim 
that one defendant who had 
served as his attorney had taken 
advantage of him and_ that 
therefore all transactions be- 
tween them should be rendered 
void with resulting forfeiture by 
attorney. While court cannot ap- 
prove of attorney’s acting as both 
attorney and money lender 
(Canon 11), the judgment was 
correct in allowing attorney the 
money he had advanced to help 
appellant out of his financial 
difficulties, plus only a reasonable | 
attorney’s fee. Nor is plain error 
found in trial judge’s extended 
examination of appellant, which 
had resulted from his evasive at- 
titude as a witness. But appel- 
lant should have been allowed to 
produce purported buyer to de- 
termine whether attorney had 
interfered with his making ad- 
vantageous sale and cause is re- 
manded to allow taking such 
testimony. 

Miller v. Boonton Tp. Bd. of Ad- 
justment et als (A-470-59, decid- 
ed May 15, 1961) 


Affirmed Law Div. judgment 
affirming Bd. of Adjustment’s | 
denial of application to build 


two-unit bathhouse in residential 
While board’s vote was 2-1 
favor of variance, legal ef- 
fect was that of a denial because 
of failure to obtain three affirm- 
ative votes of five-member board, 
as required by RS. 40:55-41. Re- 
jected appellant’s contention 
that usual presumption of val- 
idity accorded board action 
should not be applied to this 
“statutory denial” but that pre- 
sumption of validity should at- 
tach to the majority decision, 
the statute notwithstanding. To 
deny a variance board is not re- 
quired to specify reason, and ac- 
tion of minority member in vot- 
ing against variance is not found 
to be arbitrary, capricious or pat- 
ently unreasonable. Pond had 
been used primarily for fishing, 
and not bathing, and bathing 
had not been a preexisting non- 








conforming use 
State v. Brown ‘(A-707-59, decid- | 
ed May 12. 1961) | 

Reversed conviction for “know- | 
ingly and unlawfully possessing” | 
lottery papers and slips, N.J.S.| 
2A:121-3, and remanded matter. | 
Simultaneous raids had _ been} 
conducted on house defendant | 
owned where his estranged wife 
lived. on saloon owned by him, | 
and on house where defendant 
roomed Slips were found on 
his wife and bartender, but they 
denied defendant's connection, 
well as on one entering the 
saloon. The court had properly 
defined “possession” as requiring 
a mental! attitude to appropriate 
and an effective realization but 
not necessarily manual 
sion. but the jury had been left 
uninstructed vital issues of 
constructive possession, so that it 
could have found 
constructive possession by de- 
tendant based upon inferred con- 
nection or confederacy. 
Providence Washington Ins. Co. 
v. Hozges ‘| A-927-59. decided May 
12, 1961) 

Full digest on page 3. 
State v. Arnwine ‘(A-6 
cided May 15, 1961) 


as 


posses- 


on 


»PPAN ON13 2) 17 
erroneousiy 
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Ay. | 
A | 
21766 | | 


YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT | 


SERVICE Of ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS | 





| prior trial 


Minimum Standards For 
Legal Aid Offices 
Approved By Bar 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—Minimum 
standards for legal aid offices 
have been approved by the Am- 
erican Bar Assn.’s House of Dele- 
gates, the Journal of the Ameri- 
can Judicature Society reports. 
The standards were first adopted 
by the National Legal Aid and 
Defender Assn. in 1960. 

Population density would be 
the determining factor in the 
size of the public legal aid office, 
with areas of over 100,000 popu- 
lation requiring an office open 
35 hours a week and with a full- 
time lawyer. Additional attor- 
neys should be added, the legal 
aid group’s regulations declare, 
for each 1,200 cases after an in- 
itial case load of 750 to 1,000. 

Cities of 75,000 to 100,000 would 
require a _ half-time attorney 
with the office open 20 hours a 
week. 

Where the population is less 
than 75,000, indigents would be 


|} served by volunteer lawyers with 


a half-time secretary in the of- 
fice 





State v. Bassano (A-415-59, de- 
cided May 15, 1961) 
Full digest on page 2. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Greene v. Sahlin et al (Camden 
Cty., C. 2651-58, decided May 15, 

1961) 

Entered declaratory judgment 
giving levy by plaintiff, junior 
execution creditor under 
judgment of surcharge for mis- 
appropriations by executor, pri- 
ority over defendant, who had 
secured judgment in 1954 for 
maintenance arrears due from 
her husband under consent de- 
cree and who had made levy in 
that year with express instruc- 
tions that sheriff hold “the ex- 
ecution and levy for further in- 
structions.” For five years before 
institution of this action the wife 
gave sheriff no further instruc- 
tions regarding sale of premises. 
While such delay does not in 
this State create irrebutable pre- 
sumption of fraud, it can be con- 
sidered as evidence of fraud and 
in view of fact that wife was pri- 
marily motivated by her own fi- 
nancial interest in so delaying, 
as payments she was receiving 
from husband through Co. Pro- 
bation Office were being made 
from rentals husband received 
from this property, her intent 
must be considered fraudulent as 
to plaintiff's 1959 levy. 
Lower Main Street Merchants 
Assoc. v. Paul Geller & Co., Inc. 
(Passaic Cty., C-1860-60, decided 
May 11, 1961) 

Full digest on page 2. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
State v. Williams ( Middlesex Cty.. 
Ind. +356(a)-56, decided May 10, 
1961) 

Granted defendant’s motion 
for change of venue from Mid- 
dlesex County, and venue will 
be laid in Essex County. Very 
widespread newspaper, etc. pub- 
licity in Middlesex County deal- 
ing with defendant’s prior trials 
for this homicide, particularly 
his non vult plea to second de- 


gree murder during his second 
trial, which plea he later with- 
drew with permission of the 


court, makes it highly probable 
that he would not receive a fair 
trial in Middiesex County. This 
was demonstrated during his 
third murder trial which was de- 
clared a mistrial when one of the 
prospective jurors on his voir 
dire, in the presence of the en- 
tire panel of jurors, referred to 
the non vult plea entered at the 
on behalf of defend- 
ant. 


JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC 
RELATIONS COURT 
Hoerner (Child Welfare) v. Ber- 
tinato (Bergen Co. No. 19414, ap- 
roved for pub. May 17, 1961) 

Full digest on page 3. 


1958 | 


sre 


Petition U.S. To Remain Strictly Neutral 
As To Cuba 


Bigelow, Fraenkel, Law Professors 
And Others Join in Petition 


Washington — One hundred 
thirty-two judges, attorneys and 
professors of law, aroused by 
U.S. involvement in the recent 
attempt to invade Cuba, have 
endorsed a petition urging the 
U.S. to “conform our govern- 
ment’s policies to our obligations 
under international treaties.” 

In a document printed in the 
form of an open letter to Presi- 
dent Kennedy and Attorney 
General Kennedy, the signers 
called attention to the “apparent 
violations of our Neutrality 
|laws” and of our treaties with 
|Cuba represented by the Cuban 
| invasion and urged the Attorney 
| General to “take all appropriate 
steps” to see that these laws were 
}enforced. It included a memo- 
| randum of law with the analysis 
|of statutes and decisions under 
| the Neutrality laws and the in- 
ternational treaties and princi- 
| ples of law involved 
| Among the signers of the peti- 
|}iion were: 
| Judge John O. Bigelow, form- 
erly of the Appellate Division, 
|Superior Court of New Jersey; 
|Osmond K. Fraenkel, counsel to 
the American Civil Liberties Un- 
ion; Prof. Mitchell Franklin, Tu- 
lane University Law School; Ar- 
| thur Larson, former Special As- 
sistant to President Eisenhower 
| and director of the U. S. Inform- 
ation Agency; Leo J. Linder and 
Abraham L. Pomerantz, New 
York attorneys; Prof. Karl Loew- 
enstein, Amherst College; Prof. 
Malcolm P. Sharp, University of 
‘Chicago Law School; Prof. Har- 
rop A. Freeman and Prof. Ber- 





tram F. Willcox of Cornell Law 
School. 

Members of the Yale Law 
School faculty included Prof. 


Richard C. Donnelly, Prof. Tho- 
mas I. Emerson, Prof. Fowler 
Harper, Prof. Fleming James and 
Prof. Clyde Summers. Signers 
from the University of Wisconsin 
Law School included Prof. John 
A. Hetherington and Prof. Wil- 
liam G. Rice 

The petition declared that it 
is a matter of public knowledge 
that Cuban exiles have organ- 
ized, within the territorial lim- 
its of the U. S., “a Revolutionary 
/Councii for the purpose of the 
subversion and overthrow by 
force and violence of the Govern- 


ment of the Revublic of Cuba” 
contrary to our treaties with 
Cuba. 


“Further, it is a matter of pub- 
lic Knowledge that these Cuban 
exiles have recruited, within the 
territorial limits of the U.S., per- 
sons to participate in military 
enterprises against the Republic 
of Cuba and have arranged and 
organized for the transportation 
of such recruits. These activi- 
ties are in apparent violation of 
Sections 956, 959 and 960 of Title 
18 of the U.S. Code, commonly 
known as the Neutrality laws.” 

The brief concludes: 

“This Brief is submitted in the 
conviction that our national in- 
terests would be served by the 
further development and streng- 
thening of international law and 
respect for international law and 
not by its repudiation. 

“It is this which actuates us 





in petitioning the President :, 


review our policies toward the 
Republic of Cuba and to cop. 
form our government’s policie; 
to our obligations under interna. 
tional treaties and under inter- 
national law.” 


Darrow Kept Race In 
Mind When Selecting 
Jurors 


Chicago ‘(ACCN) For 
Clarence Darrow’s broad-ming- 
edness and tolerance, the grea: 
attorney still had definite vie, 
on what races made good juror 
from a trial lawyer’s point 
view. This is made abundant] 
clear in a copyright article en- 
titled ‘“Darrow’s Jury 
ments,” by Mrs. Matilda 
berg in the April issue of the 
Chicago Bar Record, published 
by the Chicago Bar Assn 

Mrs. Fenberg, a Chicago at- 
torney, was an associate of Dar- 
row’s in law practice earlier in 
her legal career. Although mos: 
of her article deals with 
aspects of Darrow’s relat 
ships with juries, she tou 
briefly on the noted 
lawyer’s ideas when it cams 
picking jury members. 

“ Darrow] learned to kno 1 
city [of Chicago] so well.” Mr: 








Fenberg writes, “that he kne 
how a juror would react to h 
theories by the part of the cit; 
from which he came. He Ene 


nationalities and backgrounds s 
well that he would never t 
German on his jury. He 
lieved the Germans to be 
headed 

“He rarely would take a S 
because he thought they 
stubborn. He would alway 
an Irishman, an Italian or 
because [he thought] the} 
easily moved to emotional 
pathy.” 

Darrow also had ideas 
what sort of people at large m: 
good jurors, irrespective of racii 
background. According 
Fenberg, “He adored old 
because they were genera. 
more charitable and kindly dis- 
posed than young men, they > 
seen more of the world and un- 
derstood it. 

“He wanted 
laugh, for he loved people 
his philosophy of life 
make people happy.” 


jurors whe 








ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & C0. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
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Fire Adjusting 


SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 


IRVING M. MINION 
ALAN H. MINION, Associate 
Associated Adjusters 
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—We Cooperate With Attorney 


SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 2-4990 























JULY 1961 BAR 


EXAMINATION 





BRIGADIER BAR 


MAURICE C. 


for the July 


Course commences: 





Fee for Lectures and Study 


will conduct his 79th Bar Review Course at the YM-YWCA 
Building. 600 Broad Street. Newark, N.J.. in preparation 
1961 bar examination. 





Material: $250.00 


40 Journal Square 





Enroll at and address correspondence to: 


BRIGADIER BAR REVIEW COURSE 
Phone: OLdfield 9-6443 


REVIEW COURSE 


BRIGADIER 


196] 


June 5. 


Jersey City 6, N. J. 
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Morris County Bar 
Ass'n Officers And 
Committees 


esident—Clifford A. Johnson 

st V.P.—Lawrence Willner 

ond V.P.—John Wyckoff 

asurer—Owen F. O'Donnell 

retary—Charles M. Egan, Jr. 

ustees for One Year—Bertram M. 
Berla, Frank J. Valgenti, Jr., and 
Joseph Rosenberg 

Trustees for Two Years—G. Gerson 
Isenberg, Paul Colvin, and Wil- 

1 R. Albrecht 


COMMITTEES 


Americanization 
Howard Barrett, Jr., Chairman 
Paul Bangiola 
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Ss > P, Pizzi 

J Genoble 

Paul Colvin 

William R. Albrecht 
Auditing 

Louis Freeman, Chairman 

John Mills 

Constitution and By-Laws 

Joseph Rosenberg, Chairman 

Ralph Porzio 

Leonard Tolkoff 

R. Sar Mischiara 

Edward L. C. Vogt 
Library 

Mills, Chairman 





rd Thierfelder 
er King 
bert J. Del Tufo 
aron Dines 
Delegate to Judicial Conference 
jilliam Hegarty 
Legal Assistance 
Hoyt, Chairman 





} 


ea So SP Se) 





B am Berla 

David Salmon 

Albert B. Jeffers, Jr. 
Sally Ward Howe 


Public Relations 
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les M. Egan, Jr. 
and D'Agostino 
ertram Polow 
Program and Entertainment 
Lawrence Willner, Chairman 
k k J. Valgenti, Jr. 
G. Gerson Isenberg 
Edward Broderick 
‘am Polow 
tepresentatives to General Council 
of State Bar 

tram Berla 
Irville V. Meslar 

Workmen’s Compensation 
ld Watson, Chairman 
Colvin 

J. O'Donnell 

Winer 

Feldman 
Nomination 

h Rosenberg, Chairman 
ert P. Hanley 
1 Mills 

erick James 
Meyerson 
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Edward Broderick, Sr., Chairma 
F < C. Scerbo 
Francis J. Beyrent 
Herbert Strulowitz 
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Court Rules 
’ L. Sears, Chairman 
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ring Youngelson 
1 “3B. Applegate 
n C. Dolan, Jr. 
Membership 
ar rd B. Yc ung, Chairman 


James R. Hillas, Jr. 
Lar] O. Bennett 
Ge rge Korpita 
Legislative 
aenian qin Franklin, III, Chairman 
vid Young, III 
fred E. Driscoll 
sep Maraziti 
vin Orr 


Sick Committee 
e F. Doyle, Chairman 
g Youngelson 
amin Yanowsky 
ver lard Quinn 
Milford Salny 
Committee On Unlawful Practice 
Arthur Jaquith, Chairman 
Benjamin White 











Wi liam Tiernan 
n. Wayne Stickle 





Announcement 


Samuel J. Sirota has opened 
an office for the general prac- 
uce of law at 60 Park Pl., Newark 


Officials Urge Wiretapping Freedom For 
Crime Fighters 





Washington, D. C. (ACCN) — 
The Senate Constitutional Rights 
Subcommittee has heard testi- 
mony from a Justice Department 
Official and the District Attorney 
of Brooklyn, N.Y., urging liberal- 
ity in the legal provisions where- 
by federal and state police agen- 
cies may tap telephone wires in 
the course of criminal investiga- 
tions. 

Herbert J. Miller, head of the 
Criminal Division of the Justice 
Department, told the subcommit- 
tee that Congress should not only 
legalize such wiretapping but 
should permit the use of evidence 
thus gained in criminal trials. 
He added that such practice 
should be accompanied by ap- 
propriate safeguards. 

Miller advocated that any law 
on this subject should give wire- 
tapping authority only to the 
President and the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and then only in cases in- 
volving investigation of spying, 
subversion and other activities 
injurious to national security. 
Authority to permit wiretapping 
in other cases should be vested 
in the courts, he said, and the 
bill should permit each state to 
set up its own rules as to wire- 
tapping by state and local offic- 
ials and agencies. 

“Law enforcement officials 
should be as free as criminals to 





LEGAL NOTICES | 


STATE OF NEW oeneee 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Jo all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
ty duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


BERCO WA R & APPLIANCE 











Essex 


Stat f New ” 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
pon whom process may be served). har 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 





of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 


lio Hereby 
on the 


State of the State of New Jersey. 
ertify that the said corporation did. 
second ¢ May, 1961, 


my office a duly pare and attested consent 





in writing to the dissvlution of said cor 
poration, executed by all tle stockholder» 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
{ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
my said office as provided by law. — 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 

have hereto set my hand and af 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton 

this Twenty-second lay of May 
Sea A.D, 1¢ «6thousand nine hundred 

and sixty-one 

EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

May 25. June 1. § $21.60 





Date« 7 

HELEN A. PETERS, eased 
‘ursuant to the order of DAVID B 
IENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex 
thie day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
deceased to exhibit to the subecriber 
yath or affirmation, their claims and 





ESTATE OF 

















ands against the estate of said decease 
n s.x months from this date, or taey 
forever barred from prosecuting or 
ng the same against the enbacriber 
THIS HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
DOUGLAS CC. BAKER, Attorney 
4 merece St 
New N. J 
LJ 25, Ju 1, 8, 15, 22 
Dated: May 17. 1961 
STATL OF GIDEON STUDLEY, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 


Surrogate of the County of Essex. 

made on the application of tbe 
“se Executor of said deceased 
ereby given to the creditors of said 

a> exb'hit to the enbecriber. under 
ratfirmiction their ..4 ms and demands 

‘ d d..vased within siz 

r tley will be forever 
“ recovering the 


WIENER, 
+ day 










She catuecinn 
E SUMMIT TRE ‘ST COMPANY 
SCHMID, BURKE & NOLL 








Dated: May 18, 1961 
TE OF MICHAEL G. GRAY, deceased 
suant to the order of VAVID H 
WI [ENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
jis day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased. 
Olive is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
Jemands against the estate of said deceased 
six months from this date, or they 
forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers 











/ERIC C. RITGER 
HOW ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
> €. RITGER, Attorney 


ze Ave. 





Ora a 
May 25, June 1, 8. 15, 22 














ABRAHAM W. SLATNICK & ASSOCIATES | 


CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


744 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-2000 — Night Phone: WYman 2-3214 
Accurate Deposition, Conference and Convention Reporting 














use modern scientific methods,” | 
Miller declared. 

His words were echoed in 
testimony before the subcom- 
mittee by Edward S. Silver, Dis- 
trict Attorney of Kings County 
(Brooklyn), N. Y. Silver, a key 
figure in New York State’s crim- 
inal prosecution hierarchy, ob- 
served that “if tapping wires is 
a dirty business, so are such 
things as murder, extortion, bri- 
bery, and organized gambling 
syndicates.” 

He specifically asked Congress 
not to impose any new federal 





restrictions on wiretapping. 
LEGAL NOTICES 
Da May 17. 1961 
ESTATE OF ADAM SKELDON, deceased 
Pursuant tu the order of DAViv H. 
WIENEK, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
ubderaigned, kxecutri of said deceased, 


nutice 18 hereby to the creditors ol 








said deceased t tu the subseriper, 
under vath vr alfir thelr cialms and 
JeWands against estate of sald deceased 
Wililu slk Wuulls [rom this date, or tary 
Will De forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
KATHLEEN I YON 





SLAVITT & SLAVITI Attorneys 
17 Academy St 
Newark 2, N 


May 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE 1F DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 





by duly authenti of the pruceed- 








ings for the volu d ssolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited ir a ffice that 
MARDAY\ REALTY CORP. 

& corporation of this State b principal 

ice is situated at N +505 nline Ave- 

n the Cit m City, County of 

State of (Herman E. 





Hudso 
Bots 


























i being the sent therein and in 
charge thereo!, l process may be 
served), bas cvumy e requirements 
of Title 14, Corp ral, of Revised 
Statutes of New iminary to the 
issuing of nee ve te of 

NOW, TH I Secretary of 
State of the Sent w Je . Do Hereby 
Certify that the said rpor n did, on the 
= te h da , [ ] file in 

“cd consent 
of said cor 
stockholders 
nt and tle record 
i are now on file 
rovided i 
¥ WHE R ny 1 
ea band ao af- 
i at Tre nem 
‘Seal) A.v +e thousand nojne bendees 
: r 
EDWARD I TEN 
Secreta 
j Mav 2h $21.60 
CURT 













& Gord 
$9.36 
79 
NO. A-5477 


1 New Jersey 
Bryant 
a Paril Lee Bryant, 


Jackson ( 


ited writ of 
hal expose 
506. 


n the northerly 
tant 116.08 








Be a 1ises «conveyed = to 
Jackson C Re a  Parilec Bryant. a/k/a 
Paril Lee ary wife, by Theodore 








s Braffman. his 
30. 1959 and 

the Office of the 
in book 3683 of 

Page 245. 

ed as 173 Renner 

y 


Braffman and . 
y by deed dated 
rd “i December 9 

egister of Essex Cou 
Deeds for said County 
Being known and des 




















Avenue, Newark, New J ] 

The proximate an of the Judgment 
to be sa led by said is the sum of 
Five Thousand Three and Fifty- 
Nine Dollars and N Cents ($5.- 
359.98). together with the s of this sale. 

Newark. N. J May 15. 1961 
JOHN A. PAOLERGCIO, Act ing Sheriff. 


JACOB GREEN, A ttorney. 


L.J.—May 25, June $34.02 


LEGAL NOTICES 
ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
QEPARTMENT OF STATE 


ER’ TE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ait to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 


WHBPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


EDMUND REALTY CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Nicholas Saros 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Fate preliminary to the issuing 
of this rtificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighteenth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
this Eighteenth day of May. 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of Sate: 

L.J May 25. June $21.60 
STATE OF NEW —— 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 

_ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 






ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
THE NORWOOD CLUB, INC. 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 

situated at No. 91 fest Runyon 

the City of Newark, County of 


Sti ate of New Jersey (Sidney Englander 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process mays be served). har 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. vreliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Sixteenth day of May 1061 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
boration, executed by a!] the stockholders 
thereof, which eaid couxent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are '¢~ on file 
in mv said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Sixteenth day of May. 
Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
LJ M 25, June 8 sel.o0 


a ATE OF NEW JERSEY 

ee ARTME NT uF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 


u 7) om these 


WHE RE AS It appears to my satisfaction 






by du authenticated record of th rroceed 
nes f. the voluntary dissolution th-reof 
colsent tock 
















a rie whom process may be 
served), with the reqr uire ments 
f Title 14. fo porations, Gene of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey. pre inary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW THEREFORE I, the Secretary of 

» of the State of New Jersey, Do Herchy 
fy that the said corporation did. on th 
I ri of May 1961 file in my 
« a duiy executed r ttes 
in writing tu the dissol ithor 








“atockholde prs 


executed by all the 
said consent and the 
ngs aforesaid are now 

1 offve as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
hereto set my hand and af 
my official seal. at 

int of May 


ine hundred 


poration, 

theres w 
the proce 
my sa 


record 
on file 








and 





ty-o 
EDWAK D J 
Secretary of 
y 25, June 1. & $21.60 


PATTEN 
State 








STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 
SOUTH HACKENSACK MOTOR 
HOTEL, INC 
a corporation of this State 
Office situ ‘Oo. 210 
the ity of k ( 


State of (Maleolm ¢ Mercer 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). an 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Hevised Statutes 

preliminary to the iesuing 
of this 


NOW. THEREFORE. 
State of the State of New Jersey. l'o Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Seventeenth day of May 1961 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 





in writing to the dissulution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockbolder* 
thereof, which said consent and the 7 

on file 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 


have hereto set my hand and af 

fixed my official seal. at Treuton. 

this Seventeenth ' rf May, 

(Seal) A... one fog yusand uiue hundred 
1 wixty 


EDWARD }. PATTEN, 
ecretary of State 
L.J in 25, June 1. 8 £21.60 
Dated: May 15, 1961 
EPWARD ©. LUTHER, 
Pursuant to the orfer 
WIENER, Surrogate of the 
this day made or the appl 
undersigned, Exccutors of 
notice is hereby given to the 
said deceased to exhibit to the 
under cath or affirmatix 
demands against the estate of 
within six months from this 
will be r barred from 


ESTATE OF 


DAVID H 
nty of Essex, 
ation of the 
said deceased, 
creditors of 
subscribers. 
claims and 
deceased 
date. or they 
prosecuting or 















ev 


recovering the same agai mr the subscribers 
ARTHUR V. TALMA 
GLEN RIDGE TRU ST ‘COMPANY 


ARTHUR V. TALMADGE, 
112 Broad Street 
Bloomfield, N. J 

L.J.—-May 25, June 1, 8, 15, 22 


Attorney 











LEGAL NOTICES 





SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-314 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY. 
OHANCERY DIVISION, BSSEX COUNTY, 


DOCKET NO. F 1335-60. 

Between Harry Bierman, Plaintiff. and 
Will-Jo OCorp., a N. J. corp. John D. Ferni- 
cola, trustee, and the State of New Jersey, 
Defendants EXECUTION. For Sale of 
Mortgaged Premises. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Execution, to me directed, I shall expose 
for sale by Public Vendue, in Room 506, 
Hall of Records (Board Meeting Room), in 
Newark, on Tuesday, the 20th day of June, 


(Prevailing Time). all 
parcel of land and the 
particularly described. 
being in the City of 
New Jersey. 
point in the westerly 
line of Hedden Terrace as the same is laid 
out and established on May entitled ‘‘Map 
of Hedden Tract Property of the Mutual Land 
«& Improvement Company, situated in the 


next, at 1:30 P.M 
the following tract or 
premises hereinafter 
situated, lying and 
Newark, Essex County, 
BEGINNING at a 





City of wark, Essex County, New Jersey. 
distant 650 feet southerly from the corner 
formed by the intersection of said line of 
Hedden Terrace with the southerly line of 
Clinton Avenue as laid out on said Map 
said point being also the southeasterly cor- 
ner of Lot 12 on said Map: from thence run- 
ling (1) westerly along the southerly line of 
l«t 12 and at right angles to Hedden Terrace 
115.81 feet: thence running (2) in a south- 
westerly direction 50 feet to the northwester- 
Lot 14 on said map: thence 


corner of 


easterly along the northerly 
and at right angles to Hedden 
2 feet to the westerly line of 








! i thence running (4) north- 
erly along >» same 50 feet to the point 
ind we of REG INNING 

Being Hedden Terrace, New- 

N 


known as 
J 


imate amount of the Judgment 

















‘ by said sale is the sum of 
I sand Four Hundred and Fifty-ti 
two cents ($3,455.2 
sts of this sale 
ark May 15, 1961 
JONH A. PAOLERGIO, Acting Sheriff. 
FAST & F tee Attornevs 
L.J May 25, June 1 $37.17 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CFERTIFIGATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS 
by duly authenticated 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
record of the proceed- 








{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders. deposited in my office that 
(Mad INT rotate ie INC 

‘ r f t State, whose princip 
of at N 11 Commerce § 
t the City » 
Cour Ss of New Jers 
Clan being usent = there 
harge thereof “on whom process may be 
erved). has complied with the requirements 
* Title 14. Corporations, General. of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
ssuine of this Certificate of Diseaolntion 

NOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretarv of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Thon Hereby 
chalet iat the nat corporation aid. on the 

1961 file Y my 

A ffle e a duly exec rated and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor 
poration, exeented by all the stockholders 
thereof. whic he said consent and the re 
f the weedings aforesald are now. on 





fee as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 








hare hereto set my hand and ef 
fired mr official seal at Trenton 
t Bighteenth day f Ma 
Sen A] ne thonsand nine hundre 
and sixty-or 
EDWARD PATTEN 
Verretar af Rerete 
iJ M 25 June 1. 2 £21 66 
SUI lok COURT OF NEW JERS 
HANCERY DIVISION ESSEX € 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 
Notice hereby ¢ hat t 
i | al Ac t 
Fidelity I Tr rv 
ruste¢ nder é ura 
Seeti (b pa d f e Last W 
1 Testament 

















G0 
n hs ta 
f 21 000.00 
N “rg i time and 
sven ia - % he made 
( rt 1 is to the distr 
© corms the 
¢ the 
1 and < and f xed 
M ins s Adminis 
hel] 
, Midr B. Ste 
y Scary +} 
nt eon 
> z a llerw 
‘ t ‘ ree eatin 
TT? ] coe t w + - 
fF of ler f aforesaid tw 
” t t t his ’ 
(« 
* 
4 
Proctor 
T hontiomme Gives 
: 2. New Jer 
J May 25. Jnr 1, & qi 840 47 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
f ill to whom these presents may come 





appears to my satisfaction 
cated record of the proceed- 
tary dissolution thereof 
f all the wembers then 


Greet 
WHEREAS, it 





esent that 
BROWNTOWN 


of this 


COMMUNITY CHURCH 

State. has complied 
requirements of Title 168. 
Asso iations Not for Profit. 





of 1937, preliminary to the 

ssuing of this certificate of dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, |, the Secretary of 
stat of New Jersey DO 
that the sald corpora- 
» Twenty-eizhth day of April 


in my office a duly executed 
onsent in writing to the dJisso- 
corporation, which said con- 
record of the proceedings 
now on file in my sald office 





law 
Tk STIMONY WHEREOF I 
uve hereunto set my hand and af 


fixed my Official Seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-eigith day of April 
Sea AbD Nineteen bondred and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
J May 11, 18, 235, June 1 $24.57 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
Dated: April 18, 1961 : Dated: April 17, 1961 ATE OF NEW JERSEY N ERSEY “Tak 
ESTATE OF EDWARD BAUER, deceased.| pSTATE OF BURCHARD'S oer ot. ee ESTATE OF RAYMOND CADBY, deceased. DEP "ARTMENT OF ST DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
“Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.|~ deceased. Pursuant to the order of DAVID B. CERTIFICATE OF TISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, Pursuant to the order of DAVID H | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eesex,| To all to whom these presents may come, | T, gil to whom these presents may come, 
this day made on the application of the] wIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eesex,| this day made, on the application of the Greeting: Greeting: ‘ 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased. | nig day made on the application of the | UOdersigned, Executor of said deceased, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my aatisfaction 
id is hereby given to the creditore o:| ty duly authenticated record of the vroceed- | hy guly authenticated record of the proceey. 


notice is hereby given to the creditors of said , lecea tic 
deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, under wndersigned, Executor of sai = mare a "aenennet to 
oath or affirmation, their claims and de- rare oe peng Boo Dona under oath or affirmation, 
mands against the estate of said deceased | iiger oath or affirmation, their claims and| demands against the estate of said deceased, holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office 
within six months from this date, or they d 5 ee f within six months from this date, or they HERWALL REALTY COMPANY LONG'S, INC. 

emands against the estate of said deceased 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or|a corporation of this State, whose principal/ a corporation of this State, whose princina! 


will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
” » within aix mon ft this 4 
recovering the same against the subscriber. . onthe from date, or they recovering the same against the subscriber. | office is situated at No. 321 Coit Street. in| office is situated at No. 500 Bloomfic 


exhibit to the subecriber| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution there: 
their claims and| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | hy the unanimous consent of all, the stock. 
at 








































































































































































will be forever barred from prosecuting or s nds . u 
BERNARD S. Se ee or recovering the same againet the subscriber. |.) on p ett nate HALL are Town oe Irvington, a. ot 7. nue, in the City of Newark. 
17 Academy Street RALPH E. HATHAWAY 744 . ad a roe ttorney tate of ew Jersey : alter ; artl Essex, State of New Jersey (Pat 
Newark 2, } FRANKLIN C. PHIFER, Attorney NGmesk: a A ia being the agent therein and i ee being the agent therein and in charge therevt, 
L.J.—Apr. 27, < 4, 11, 18, 25 bby ng ® Fiat L.J.—Aor. 27. May 4, 11 18. 26 = led with tie reaulrements of Titie 14 we © whom Cy wey Se eeeret). bas 
z 2 : 2 comp: i ‘ > ro w requiremen ei 
at leg May 4. 11. 18, 25 Corporations. Genvral, of Revised Statutes Coneenastons. General of Meviee® Statute 
STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY ff New Jerser. preliminary to the iesulng | _ 5 “ “ 
Dated: April 28. 1961 DEP MEN : i . ; of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
PSTATE OF JULIA LUOKING, deceased. DRE ARIMENT OF STATE of this Certificate of Dissolution. _., | of this Certyicate of Dissolution. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID B. Dated: April 20, 1961 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION NOW, THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | <OW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary ot 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex,| ESTATE OF CHARLOTTE HOSKINS To all to whom these presents may oome,| State of the stat~ of New derser. j0 Carine | State of the State of New Jersey, Ilo Hereby 
this day made on the application of the MINER, deceased. Greeting: Certify that the aie Corporers em. © Certify that the said corporation did, on th- 
undersigned, Executors of sald deceased, Pursuant w the order of DAVID BH WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | Twenty-first day of April, 1961, file in| Ninth day of May, 1961, file ; 
notice ig hereby given to the creditors of | WIENER, Surrogate of the Oounty of Essex, | !y duly authenticated record of the proceed-| ms oMce a duly executed and attested consext | my office a duly executed and attested consent 
said deceased to exhibit to the eubscribers,| this day made, on the applieation of the| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof! in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | jp writing to the dissolution of said cor c 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and| undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, | %Y the unanimous consent of all the stock-| jwration. executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
demands against the estate of said deceased | notice is hereby given to the creditore of holders, deposited in my office that “0 thereof. which said couseut and the record | thereof, which said cousent and the record Ridge 
within six months from this date, or they] said deceased, to exhibit to the su ber _NABORHOOD SERVI L STATION, INC. | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | .¢ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file \ttorl 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or| under oath or affirmation, their claims aad | 2, comporation pare State, whose principal) in my said office as provided by law. in my said office as provided by law. I 
recovering the same against the subscribers. | demands against the estate of said deceased office is situated 7 ve 9 ——- cht IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I IN TESTIMONY barr pga ] — 
GEORGE SOCHBR within six months from this date, or they te the sorou ~7 o oe ‘ar oo arr ‘y have hereto set ms hand and af- have hereto set mr 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST OOMPANY | will be forever barred from prosecuting 07 “s ag Recs a ited pt ncinted My fixed mv official seal. at Trenton fixed my official seal 
RIKER, DANZIG, MARSH & SCHERER, recovering the same against the subscriber |} 700% CLIK the arent ieee ene wervedi | is this Twenty-first day of April, his Ninth day of ( 
Attorneys MARION PITTS epagenael mye whom process may De oe tthe (Seal) A.D., ane ee nine hundred Sea os ae sand ana un . To at 
744 Broad Street HARRY W. LANGE, JR., Attorney Sa. ieeaeradions: Gonctal oF ileviaed Biasnte and sixt one eae ent Ve sa as Gre 
Newark 2, N. J. 921 Bergen Avenue t New J stems say Ser — EDWAR D *. “PATTEN , EDWARD J. PATTEN WH 
‘4. May 4. 11, 18. 25, June 1 Jersey City, N. J. < — Fee Brae go es aed issuing - Secretary of secretary 0} Btote oN, du 
L.J.—Apr. 27, May 4, 11, 18, 25 “NOW. THEREFORE. L the Secretary of | 7° fy 15. 25. Jun e : $21.60] 1 y.-May 18, 25, June 1_ $21.6 int 
NOTICE OF HEARING uate ofthe on ane How Sersez. aia, pg 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will Dated: April 21, 1961] Eighth day of May, 1961 file in STATE OF NEW _ JERSEY 
apply to the Essex County Court on the 1st] ESTATE OF MIOHAEL SCOLAMIERO, my office a duly executed and attested consent STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
day of June, 1961, at ten o’clock in the| deceased. in writing to the dissolution of said cor- DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION 
forenoon, at the Court House of Essex County Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.| poration, executed by all the stockholders CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION To all to whom these presents may come 
in the City of Newark, New Jersey. for a| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex.| thereof, which said consent and the record io all to whom these presents may come, Greeting: Pits 
judgment authorizing Walter John Henriz),| this day made on the application of the] of the proceedings aforesald are now on file Greeting WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
an infant, to assume the name of Walter) undersigned. Administratrix of said deceased. | in my said office as provided lew. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | t,5 quir authenticated record of the proceed 
John Haley. notice is hereby given to the creditors of IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1| % duly authenticated record of the proceed: | ings for the voluntary dissolution theres! 
Caroline Haley, as Natural said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. have hereto set my hand and af-| i"£% for the voluntary dissolution thereof | hy the unanimous consent of all the stock. rt 
Guardian of Walter John under oath or affirmation, their claims and fixed my official seal. at Trenton Re the unanimous consent of all the stock- | },1jera, deposited in my office that t 
Henrizi, an infant; and demands against the estate of said deceased this Bighth day of May, A.D.,| ' ers. were” in my office that : a 
Walter A. Haley, husband of within six months from this date, or they| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and & S. REALTY CO beppeeacecle FIFTY NINE HOLDING gees 
aforesaid Caroline Haley. will be forever barred from prosecuting or sixty-one a corporation of this State. whose principal | # cormorat! Hae bere 
Don A. Cetrulo recovering the same against the subscriber. EDWARD J. PATTEN, office is situated at No. 350 Market Street. in | @ifice is eee ag ‘Broad 
24 Commerce St. MARIE SCOLAMIERO Secretary of State, t 1e Township of Saddle River, County of Ber- ; f Hillside, ty of First 
tte pope Arima RAYMOND F. BRADY, Attorney Pe | May 18, 25, June 1 $21.60 en, State of New Jersey (Alvin W. Case : a . ie tiwag = pa r rkle E 
orney of applicants. 744 Broad Street cer y here c e thereof. vein“ the agen erein and in charge thereo? 
L.J May 4, 11, 18, 25 $13.86 | Newark 2, N. J . — x aaa ee ee ~ gon ggg upon whom process may be served). bas Md 
L.J.—Apr. 27, May 4. 11, 18, 25 STATE OF NEW Rant complied with the requirements of Title 14. | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
cumsicace on pA Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes ——. ee = —— —_ tes 
Dated: A 7 % oo a tf New i 6 ui of New Jersey, preliminary to e@ iesuing t 
ESTATE OF LOUISE Rh’ ROGENHARD. er Se , ee ee One eee Oe Fe Min Cértincate of Dissolution, | of this Certiticate of Dissolution. " 
deceased STATE OF NEW JERSEY Aiea Se NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary o! 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H vy JERARTMENT OF STATE ' Roce nage It appears to my satisfaction. | state of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, | 7, a a as ae rau 3 age aes pg onggenne ir Ringg al pk precees Certify that the said corporation did, on the | (ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
this day made on the application ef the "Greeting: sain oeew emer by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | Fifth day of May, 1961, file in | Ninth day of May, 1961, i 
indersigned, Executor of said deceased. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, holders, deposited in my office that my office a duly executed and attested consent | ™S office a duly executed and attested « 
uotice is hereby given to the creditors of| hy duly authenticated record of the proceed. | ALP, INC. OF NEWARK, NEW JERSEY] in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | !2 writing to the dissolution of said 
said deceased to exhibit to the subseriber, | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 8 corporation of this State, whose principal | oration. executed by all the stockholders | Poration, executed by all the stockbo! 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and| hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- | office is at No. 11 Hill Street. thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof. which said cousent and the 
iemands against the estate of said deceased | holders. deposited in my office that in of Newark, County of Essex, f the proceedings aforesal d are now on file f the proceedings aforesaid are now 
within six months from this date, or they NATHANIEL HAYWARD. INC State of New Jersey (Paul Policastro, Esq., no omy said offve as ded by law in my said office as provided by law. at 
will be forever barred from prosecuting Of | g corporation of this State. whose rincipal | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN| TESTIMONY WHEREO! 
recovering the same against the subscriber. | orice ts situated at No 484 Bineeibein eee upon whom process may ‘be served), has have hereto set my hand and af have hereto set my hand and 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION nue, in the Town of Montclair, County or Es.| complied with the requirements of Title 14. fixed mr apt seal. at Trenton fixel my official seal. at Treo P 
HERMAN D. SORG, Attorney sex, State of New Jersey (Samuel Allcorn, Jr.| ‘«rporations. General, of Revised Statutes SOF this Fifth day of May, A.D. 4 this inth day of May, A.D To a 
les ag ay _ oe being the agent therein and in charge thereof. = ted derses. preliminary to the issuing | (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and Gre 
‘ es 0 ia Certificate o Jissolution. Sixty-one sixty-one 
Ld.—May 4, 11, 18, 25, June 2 eomplicd with’ the requirements of Titie 14, | _ NOW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes State of the State of New Jersey, Ilo Hereby Secretary of State. Secretary of State. gs 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | ‘¢rtify that the said corporation did. on the | L.J.—May 18, 25, June 1 $21.69 | L.J.—May 18, 25, June 1 $21.6 by t 
er April 26, 1961 a9 oe = ane. Eighth day of May, 1961, file in ‘ 
ESTATE OF ETHEL R. LIMING, deceased. 0 SREFORE, I, the Secretary of my office a duly executed and attested consent me | s 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.| State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby in writing to the dissolution of said cor- = > r oN @ cor 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. Certify that the said corporation did, on the | poration, executed by all the stockholders ye Bg Pe ror DEPARTMENT OF STATE Be 
lay made on the application of the| Fifteenth day of May, 1961, file in| thereof. which said consent and the record CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
igned, Executor of said deceased. notice | my office a duly executed and attested consent | (f the proceedings aforesaid are now «on file | To all to whom these presents may come, To all to whom these preaents may come . 
is aed given to the creditors of said] in writing to the dissvlution of said cor- | '" mv said office as provided by law. Greeting Greeting : 
deceased to exhibit to the subseriber. under! poration, executed by all the stockholders IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, |! WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactior 
oath or affirmation, their claims and demands | thereof, which said cousent and the record have hereto set my hand and af- | jy duly authenticated record of the proceed. | ''5 duly authenticated record of the proceed: 
xainst the estate of said deceased within | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | {ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ‘"&8 for the voluntary dissolution 
sit months from this date, or they will be] in my said office as provided by Isw. this Eighth day of May. A.D.,| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | '¥ the unanimous consent of all the r- i f 
for er barred from prosecuting oF recovering ix TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and] holders. deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that j f 
he same ag 8 4 scriber. ve o se v Q sixty-one T1CK “OR : > SAT PST 4 - » >annTy - j ) 
Tk NATIONAL STATE BANK OF as nooasge ae pool ger sos as es. PATTEN JEANICK LIQUOR aoe DELICATESSEN, ; corperation. Fe ge ly oo ‘whose IN‘ ; N 
HE ss : : ! Pd N. : ameation é : nea avtnnls 
A. LESL MY PRICE Attorney ? this Fifteenth day of May. Secretary of Ntate. " a corporation of this State. whose principal office is situated at No. 744 Broad at r 
O72 Rea Sicet : (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | /J.--May 18, 25, June 1 $21.60 | office is ated at No. 175 South Tenth| in the City of Newark. County of _ 
acer 2 N.J and sixty-one ae Ds HERIFF’S SALE aa t Newark. Counts of | State of New Jersey (Joseph R. Rusig é 
AEF May 4, 11, 18, 25, June 1 ele gad SUP Ry (CH AN) D-309 New Jersey (Gabriel Bross | being the agent therein and in charge ther 
L.J.—May 18, 25, June 1 $21.60 | SUPERIOR. COURT OF NEW JERSEY, | being thes agent Chesste. eal te dhenee Sherest. | vere Ghee Sees mee le Gavel). borat 
sims, ‘" | GHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEK OOUNTY, | (000 woe eee ee, served). Hac | complied with the requirements of Title 1 here 
ee —_ DOCKET NO. F 2238-60—Between Arrow complied with the requirements of Title 14. | (‘urporations. General, of Revised Statutes we 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY Savitri cata lanka shasucimtinn 4 ‘New Torany Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | of New Jersey. preliminary to the issulnz aes 
- DEPARTMENT OF STATE STATE OF NEW JERSEY corporati yn, lai ntif and I llie en, de- of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
_ CERLIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION DEPARTMENT OF STATS corporation.» plaintiff, and. Laie DENDENTE | Of thie Certificate of Dissolution. : NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary o! 
To all to whom these presents may come, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION LITE. . i NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Greeting: To oll te schom thease presents aan come Tin alk a the REE yee pe er eee State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby | (‘ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
by WHEREAS. It appeare to my satisfaction. Greeting: s deacons Be eer ed y eball | corey that the anid corporation’ aM. om teelininth day of May, 1961. 1 ip 
hiss for" the” voluntary dissolution “thereat | 1, Yule actienticaion nese oF tne ease: x, Pia F aeciar Wey, | ma aiiee adele envanin aah amabih maint | 32 sean ae ae ee rica . 
ho “eames _g fice that stock | ings for the voluntary dissolution "thereof I wesday, “the “13th day "of io writing to tee Glenolution. of eam ggg st the y stockhold ere 
ad te ct 2 ay See eae by the unanimous coneent of all the stock- 1:30 p.m. (Prevailing Time), | poration, executed by all the stockholders | thereof. which e6ald cousent and the re 
ABBEY COAL ©0O., INC. ; holders, deposited in my office that act or pareel of land and premises | thereof. which said consent and the record f the proceedings aforesaid are now on &! 
ae orporation of this State. ‘whose principal L. & P. COMPANY, INC. , ing being in the City of of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file n my said office as provided by law —— 
fice is situated at No. 11 South Burnett | @ orporation of this State, ‘whose principal | N: rk. Essex County, New Jersey: in my eaid office as provided by law. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF i 
Street, in the City of East Orange, County of | office is situated at No. 5907 Boulevard East. B iG INNING Sasterly line of IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! have hereto set my hand ar 
Stree therein distant have hereto set my hand and af- fred mv official seal. at T 


Essex, State of New Jersey (Daniel J. Quinn | in the Town of West New York, County of | Howard 
115.97 f 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | Hudson, State of New Jersey (Max Liebman the Northerly fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


day of May, AD 





















































































ee i ets nee miaeaes a ae — being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | | lige egg = ei th day of May. A.D..| (Seal) nine hundred a 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | "000 whom process may be served). has | 50 minutes “15.60 feet: thence| eee ee - EDW!: p =~ s 
it New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | ‘?™@Dlied with the requirements of Title 14. | fo) south 60 de: 28 minutes East and : | EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
of this Certificate of Dissolution Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes “through the center of the party - J. PATTEN, ie Secretary of State. Lee 

NOW, THEREBORE, I 'the Secretary of of New Jerser. preliminary to the {esuing ‘rough the a he os E Secretary of State el May 18, 25, June 1 $21. 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | °! this Certiticate of Dissolution. “aes ‘ota’ 4 % Oink on, tne oe | L.J.—MMay 18. 25, June 1 $21.60 | —— 
CAEEIE “Ghat tls cual Go ee ¥| °' OW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | er Mere Noeth 100106) foet ¢ 

if e said corporation did, on the | ¢ D the let adjoining on the North 100.05 feet: \ 

El th i ‘ M 1961 fil i ae of — State a ae — id. ao ta the ) South 27 degrees 50 minut STATE OF NEW rt 

leventh day of May, 1961, file in| Certify that the said corporation did. on the ence (3 Pep of Gcgrecs OC MK TATE > NEW SEY . 

2 > or © ™ : Ve : feet; thence +) North 60 STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STAT Attor 
fe ge ed ee E.R cr eedllery inutes West and passing. through pUEEARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATE, OF DISSOLUTION Lox 
poration, executed by wall rhe “shackmeliiors my office a duly executed and attested consent the party wall dividing the| ,, CERTIFICATE OF I)JSSOLUTION To all to whom these presents may come 5 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | ‘2 Writing to the dissolution of said cor- < on the lot hereby conveyed | 7° ,@l to whom these presents may come, Greeting: 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Moration, executed by all the stockholders house standing on the lot adjoining Greeting: : WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactios 
in my sald office as provided by law thereof. which said cousent and the record South 100.05 feet to the place of WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | iy duly authenticated record of the vriceed: — 
’ IN TESTIMONY. WHEREOF I f the proceedings gene are now on file BEG INNING. by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- | ings for the voluntary dissolution there 

hate terete eet way band and ef: | °° @ said office as provided by law. — BEING known as 18 Howard Street, ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof by the unanimous consent of all the stock: EST 

. = 7 3 » ° Newark, New Jersey, together with all anc . - | holders, deposited in my office iex 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF J y, all and by the unanimous consent of al! the stock a da ted fa that 

hin | Slew ae have hereto set my hand and af- lar the hereditaments and appurten-| h“lders. deposited in my office that PROGRESSIVE MANUFACTURING CO Pur 

" _ oe thou aoe beg eee fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. to the said premises belonging or in AN REALTY CO a corporation of this State. whose Wi 

Seal) A.D., one sanc ine this Twelfth s of May. wise appertaining. is State, whose princi fice is situated at No. 24 Com ‘ th 
iY Se J. PATTEN. (Seal) ms D., one ta yusand nine hundred Newark, N. J., May 8, 1961. 200 E sage A u - Re, —_ 
“pitetlin ste! state hd. sixty JOHN A. PAOLERCIO, ‘Acting Sheriff of Li State of New Jersey (I. Samuel But 
retary of & | Ew ARD me PATTEN Zucker Goldbe rg « a Attorneys. f Essex, State of New Je Tsey (Marti n tart n aa 
—i 8. 25. J 2 ; 25 ‘ ‘ bein r charge ¢! 
sd Pe ee oe Ee A 
4d 5 8, 2o, e 1. upon whom ‘ocesée may serv: a oy r f Title | 1 ae 
rs a : i __ SHERIFF'S SALE complied with the requirements of Titie 14. | { use ie Feauit Revised Stat wit 
ene — si sie ae HAN, ) a oer. —?— < —e — of New Jersey. preliminary to the issu o 
: s MOR CO ( NE JERSEY. | of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | ,+ }; $ ) ic rH 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | DEPARTMENT OF STATE CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY. | of this Certificate of Dissolution. “SOW, CHEREFORE, ae Secretary of 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Docket No. F-3053-59-—Between Louis Spiel. | | NOW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of | state of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby EMA} 
| es ‘ vogel, Plaintiff, and William G. Hunt and| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 7 crtirs that the said corporation did. on tbe f 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION : 

Jo all to whom these presents may come, To ali to ohom these presents mau come VS eed ieig cog d 

Greeting: Nisan h EXECUTION. For ss 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction HEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. | ; 

» duly authenticated record of the proceed- | ?¥ duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings fot the voluntary dissolution thereof |‘nze for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
iy the unanimous consent of all the stock- by the unanimous consent of all o stock- 
‘ holders, ae in my office th 


‘et als, Defendants. | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
le of mortgaged prem-]| Kichth day f Mar 1961. file in 
( e above state ri «| my office a duly executed and attested consent 
fine ptbore Stated writ of | in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
public vendue. in Room 506, | Boration, executed by all the stockholders 

( . abi ‘| thereof, which said cousent and the record 








Tenth day of May. 1961, 
my office a duly executed and attested c 
in writing to the dissolution of said ¢ 
poration, executed by all the stockbolde 
thereof. which said consent and the re STA 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now om *% _ Pur 










































ders, deposited in my office that Ree a (Board Meeting Room) 
: ss RONET HATS, INC. teconis (Board Meeting Room). in| wf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file |‘ law 
SANDS REALTY 00.,INC. |. a NOT... of this State. wh principal mn Tuesday, the 13th aay of J ne | in my said office as provided n my said offic o 28 provided iE SREOF 
a corporati of this State, whose principal office is situated at No. 386 Nocth Wyoming 1:30 P.M. (Prevailing . all IN Be MMONT LL ENROF. 1 | IN TES pete 
ofice i ated at No. 352 Main Street. Avenue. in the Mx ici ality f South Ora or parcel of land and premises have hereto t my hand and af.- have hereto set my han ian rn 
in the of Orange, County of Essex. | avenue. orb a ingpce ig Med ectes mae. Particularly described. situate = ea ey fixed my official seal. at 7 
rile Ne "jon by (Tanis Lando | County of Essex, State of New Jersey (Milton | ;,. in the City of Nowwvk. Haves fixed my oficial seal. at Trenton. | hi of Ma 4 
Stat New erse) amis °|E. Friedberg being the agent therein and in | ({'"<, 2) , Seer i ark. Essex eka eli: “eae cae Poe this — day of we eae 
afees the agent therein and in charge thereof. | charge thereof, upon whom process may be BP we as -veepbamae a8 - f this Eighth day f May, A.D.. j (Seal) one housand nine red 8” > 
‘pon whom process may be served). haa GINNING in the easterly | of Badger EDWARD J. PATTEN, | sixty-one : 
ed with the requirements of Title 14, | Cerved). bas complied with the requirements | avenne at a point therein distant 75 feet Secretary of State EDWARD J. PATTEN t 
complied a Genet of Hevised Statutes SF ee oe ving Pe northerly from the northerly line of Vander- | I..J.—May 18, 25, June 1 $21.69 | Secretary of Stete. : i 
if iessuin. or New rsey, pre pool Street. now Madison Ave thence T y 1 on rah $21.6 be 
ot ed detsez.. preliminary td the * | to the issuing of this Certificate of Diseolu- | aasteriy parallel with Vanderpool Street and | — Sees 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | ton. along the southerly line of lot conveyed by May 9. 1961 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of st nerma and wife to Lewis J : : Dated: May 12. 1961] ,.. — Dat ed Ne : Bn 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the State of = State ro New —-- Hereby Hair nes, 80.06 feet: thence southerly parallel] ESTATE OF CHARLES B. RUPPEL. de- wag oir ,BERTHA J. pavip # 

» Certify that the said corporation . on the | with Badger Avenue 25 feet: thence westerly ceased ursiiant to the - : ; Ne 
Twelfth — of oer ae i a Twelfth day of May, 1961, file in h Vanderpool Street 80.06 feet to Pursuant to the order of DAVID H WIENER, Surrogate of the pleat ‘6 ren oa 
my office a duly execuresolution of said cor- | MY office a duly executed and attested consent f Badger Avenue: thence | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex | this day made on the appli — ceased, er 
in writing to the dissolu in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | northerly said Badger Avenne 25] this day made on the application of the | UDdersigned, Executor of sa dec of Ta} 


of BEGINNING undersigned, Executor of said deceased, notice | 2°tice is hereby given to. 





poration, executed by all the stockholders poration, executed by all the stockholders | feet to the 4 bib! 
‘o exhibit 























thereof, which said consent and the record | toe which said consent and the record The said and premises being com-|is hereby given to the cr said dec 
. . ¢c ‘ he said | and pr e om- | is 1 ¢ editors of said | *aid deceased, 
SS ein “law. ‘nals of the proceedings aforesaid = now on file | monly known as 132 Badger Avenue, New-| deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. under | UDder oath or affirmation. “thelr claims and 
oe “IN OMNES TI MONY WHEREOF. 1 |!2 my said office as provided law ark. New Jersey sath or affirmation. their claims and demands | jemands against the estate of said dec — 
bave hereto set my hand and af- SSTIMONY WHEREOF, I The approx! imate amount of the Judgment] against the estate of said deceased within | within six months from this date. oF a pas 
“aid mr official seal. at Trenton. have hereto set my hand and af- | to d by said sale is the sum of| six months from this date, or they will be| will be forever barred from prosecuting e D'Am 
2 fixed mv official «eal, at Trenton. | Two Thou ast nd, One Hundred and _Sixty-| forever barred from prosecuting or recovering | recovering the same against the anbecribe - 
this Twelfth day of May. this Twelfth day of May. | three Dollars and Fifty-eight Cents ($2.163-| the same against the subscriber . THE NATIONAL STATE BANE 
(Seal) A.D., one hog musand nine hundred | (Seal) ee one thousand nine hundred es eg ——. bg ae this sale. — ynano ) aoiae ee D: OF NEWARK 
and sixty~ a sixty. ewar = 2 ay 961. aL GRO & ! ATO, Attorn ARB DON Attorne 
EDWARD ;. * ATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN JOHN A. PAOLERCIO, Acting Sheriff. 24 Branford Place ee Pry, Hd ee — - 
Secretary of State. Secretary of State. ‘ Abraham H. Carchman, Attorney Newark 2, N. J. Newark 2, N. 
L.J.—May 18, 25, June 1 $21.60 ' L.J.—May 18, 25, Jume 1 $21.60 ' 1..J.—May 18, 25. June 1. 8 $29.61! L.J.—May 18, 25, June 1 8, 15 L.J.—May 18, 25, June 1 8, 15 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
Take notice, that on Thuraday, June 165, | NOTICE | STATE OF NEW JERSEY NOTICE OF HEARING STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

t_ten o'clock in the forenoon, we, | 1, of Application of | wppVEPARTMENT OF STATE TAKE NOTICE that on Thursday, June DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

yr Meng Mer gece ie Rog Tauschek and Daisy |, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 1, 1961, at o'clock in the forenoon, we. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
me, Altvater inifred Louise A! ltvater, Ts nek change names: | To all to whom these presents may come, Harold Zaffuto, individually, Betty E. Zaf-| To all to whom these presents may come, 

», and Nancy Altvater, John Richard | 7,, m It Mas aap Greeting: futo, individually, and Brian Scott Zaffuto, Greeting: 
on Jr., Barbara Jane Altvater, Rodger) parE NOTICE t the undersigned will|, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. an infant by his father and natural guardian, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
ned. tvater, and Patricia Altvater, all ipply to the unty Court on June 22,| >Y duly authenticated record of the proceed- Harold Zaffuto, shall apply to the Essex| !'s duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
rect their mother and natural guar- . (DST) at the CQourt|!288 for the voluntary dissolution thereof County Court at the Essex County Court | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
xk. fred Louise Altvater, shall apply y Jersey, for a judgment by the unanimous consent of all the stock- House in the City of Newark. New Jersey,| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


pernen County Court at the Bergen 


court House in the City of Hacken- assume the names of | Bolders. deposited in my office that for a judgment authorizing us to assume the | holders, deposited in my office that 


‘ P NEW JERSEY INDU STRIAL REALTY OO. 
and Daisy Margaret} names, Harold Zaff, Betty E. Zaff and Brian; g IE ->ACELLO CONSTRUCTION 
| 2 corporation of this State, whose principal | snort ‘zafr, respectivel tARDNER & — —, os 










































0 Nem nage pe oe me gy ord Frank Joseph Tauschek | office is situated at No. 3208 Bergenline Harold Zafrato Individually r 

inifred Louise Altwater, Nancy Dalev Mancarct Cataetok | Avenue, in the City of Union City, County of Betty E. Zaffuto, Individually a corporation of this State. ae Fae gg 
bn John Richard Altwater, Barbara : | Hudson, State of New Jersey (Alexander Harold Zaffuto, as father and py a ye oP oir < y f Bers bg 
3 water, Rodger James Altwater and nts | B. Klotz being the nt therein and in natural guardian of me City < _ jensac Bac: $ = Tgen, 
bot a water, respectively. > coc a ae | charge thereof, upon m process may be Brian Scott Zaffuto State of New ersey a - bs Z — 
bas R rd Henry Altvater, also I 1. 8. 15 served), has complied with the requirements| pasy & FAST being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
s A ne lg = lg | ree at eeentens, Conenel, UE SS Conmares Staet se ee ee ee Se ae 
Winifrec uise Vater ndivi lly, u of New Jersey, preliminary to 7 co t ° 
Winifred Louise Altvater, as } st. 5 NEW JERSEY issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. yoann Poy + ns Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
7 r and natural guardian of CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of L.J.—May 4, 11, 18, 25 $15.78 of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 

of \ Altvater, | eee ING OF CONSENT! state of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | “*" er cone . of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 
eby 2 Rictiard Aitvater. Jr: BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION] Certity that the sbitectbashr to ald, ante NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
the ra Jane Altvater, To all to whom these presents may come,| Twenty+ighth dé il, 1961, file in State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 





. ted: April 19. 1961] Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
nd eam consent + ’ ’ 
n of said cor-| -STATE OF BARBARA H. VENINO Nineteenth day of April, 1961, file in 


Greeting: my office a duly ex 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | jn nentabiiie to the “a 






































































































































































































































































































5 by duly ithenticated record of the proceed- cuter * , 
. i ings , gy the voluntary dissolution "manee Sat whee : i r ee Pursuant to the order of DAVID H rity office a duly executed and attexted consent 
: i e, “h oo wre now on file | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex | in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
deposited in my office, that the of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ‘ . é 7 oO e: - 
- - aah -e poration. executed by all the stockholders 
| MODEL HOUSING |} in my said office as provided by law. this day made on the application of the thereof, which said cousent and the record 
$22.05 | &@ corporation of this State, whose principal | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1| undersigned. Executor of said deceased. | | the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

! —_ —_————— —— | office is situated at No. 88 South Prospect hand and af-| a0tice is hereby given to the creditere of | ;,, my said office as provided by + 

at STATE OF NEW JERSEY | Street, in the Borough of Verona, County of i3 5 seal, at Trenton, | said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Essex, State of New Jersey (C. W. Townsend ; is 17 € t day of April,| under oath or affirmation, their claims aud have hereto set my hand and af- 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION c/o W. cto being the - therein | (Seal) isand nine hundred inmands rage a estate of sail decea-« fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
whom these presents may come, in charge nereof, upon whom process I ; ee within six mont from this date, or tue) we 
be served), has complied with the re- EDW ARD J. PATTEN, I » forev r ace this Nineteenth day of April, 
AS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 7 ments of Title 14, Corporations, General, | Secretary of State, Sscchaain” uae uma cele the yomeenn Aho (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
authenticated record of the vroceed- ing of ‘hi Doane Gar ook pl Ba L.J.—May 11. 18, 2 $21.60 OTTMAR VENINO Eth AKD W. PATTEN 
es for P e yf ing o i m c D: _ _—_——— $n | . TEN IN é aaNy 
eo Fee de | RICHARD. 0, VENENO, Astemnar Seoretary of State 
— hiders, deposited in my office that ‘ow THER EFORE, I, EDWARD J. PAT-| STATE OF NEW JERSEY io Girt, N eg j Led. May 11, 18, 25 _ $21.60 
e oe TEN, Secretary of State of the State of )EPARTMENT OF STATE | pak N ae are ail Kennan 
eres an, GeO | New Jecery, De Manabe Oestiiy tear tee CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | L.J.—Apr. 27, May 4, 11. 18, 25 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
pve gory = ated at No. 487. < 60th street ote said corporation did, on the Twenty-eighth | Beton aL, tchom these presents may come, —_— CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
7 aa er aa E . } of oR le ¢ > © 3 ha 4 4 ‘ aid f Ns aE 
ne n of West New York. County of Hud- | (0) 0. = * Rune Gan ro ga orton “to | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. STATE UF NEW_ JERSEY BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 
¥ e of New Jormey : es ae » dissolution of said eepereiien. executed | '¥ duly authenticated record of the proceed- ‘EB a Sing aaa 3 oF crete Fo an hig SNOME KROES SRELENSEY Cremer 

3 e agent therein and in charge ther ssaee’ tine two thinne ha Riecae ad ted | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof CERTIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION Greeting: 
ad om process may be served). has more thar grass ie - | by the unanimous consent of all the etock- | 70 all to whom these presents may come, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
aot 4 with the requirements of Title 14 ekholders thereof. which said certificate! |) )1ers, deposited in my office that Greeting: by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
k roorations, General, of Revised Statutes -cord of the proceedings aforesaid | maeCe “WaaiST = es WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

{ New Jerses. preliminary to the issuing m file in my said office as provises | TE’ NEE NORTH € a by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| gq, posited in my office. that the 

FING STHIREPOME, Time: Secretary. of IS TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 4, corporation of this State, wiuse ortgetoal | {%,,f0" the voluntary, dimolution “thereat | "Sian ATTAN VikW TOWERS, INC. 
e State of the State of gees Jersey, lo Hereby have hereto set my hand and af-| office is Situated z _N sre 9" merece: holders, deposited in my office that Slices is situated at No. 2600 Boulevard, in 

d rtify that the said corporation did, on the fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | one pote es ; phat aR dolodas MARMILT REALTY CORP. the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 

rst day of May, 1961, file in as this Twenty-eighth day of April,; ~t#te of New prs ‘ SORIGRE | 9 corporation of this State, whose principal | state ‘of New Jersey (Max Haberman 

: « ; ic nt | (Seal) <A.D., one thousand nine hundred | ting the agent therein and in charge thereof. | office is situated at No. 4808 ragga Ave-| being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
’ 1 a duly executed and atteste consen pang phen abe ipon| whom process may be served). har | n, mers mt ia Cat Ca £z £ n¢ ’ 

eat th dissolutio said ir A 7~On : ' ; . re nue, in th ity of Union unty of upon whom process may be served), has 

us a writing to the dissolu sckholdery EDWARD J. PATTEN } complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Hudson, State of New Jersey ‘enuen | Be , ith tl quirement f Title 14 

4 ora ec | Satu af Midis Corporations, Ge evised Statutes | potwinik sing . Sate Hede ; ' ’ 

pesekooony Cg Aaa i i eee | Secretary of State. one : s K gg vo sotwinik being the agent therein and in Sccnumioae Goa af aeouee Statutes 

i sai é Si; - s or 6 New Jersey. to a ins Ps aren : : y we : rad *, : we 

: proceedings foresa’ i are now on file | LJ May 11, 18, 25 $21.60 ie thin Canetios - caina harge there rt. upon whom process may be preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate 

1 office ided_by - ’ - served), has complied with the requirements 5 

bee sald ¢ as e ; . il! NOW, THEREF I I, the Secretary of rh . Y ' |} that such a nt has been filed. 

7 IN TESTIMONY WHERE J é the Stat Mies Sasuees iin Hoveke of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised | NOW THEREFORE. I. EDWARD J. PAT- 
_ have hereto set my hand at STATE OF NEW JERSEY “entity that the sald corporation did. om the | Statutes of New Jersey. preliminary to the | gy Tut f State of the State of 
‘ fixed my official weal. at tc DEPARTMENT OF STATE simi pre the pide je clah icles age : pen lecuine of this Certificate of Dissolution. Saar as Ssae ary He- rie Certify that ile 
‘ tt “ee CERTIFICATE OF INSSOLUTION } “Ninth day or fa 1961, in NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | - - ea ota eet ee 

: : aon + aad ; ue Rasa £ ad a at To all to whom these presents may come, | my office a duly exec ted and attested consent State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Mas “96 a fi Te oo nes yr apy ig Bag 

ee ae mene Beas it Greeting } in Dn the s ion of said cor- | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | May. 4 Pre Papp Md rith rs 
DW a tei > | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | ail the stockholders | Twenty-eighth day of April, 1961, file in| ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
re Re NO at a | by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- sent and the record | ™y office a duly executed and attested consent | the dissolution of sald corporation, executec 

: oi ae sags of aac: 91.e9)| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof aforesaid are now on file | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | bs hold peng att agp os perp = 
e a z acs sea by the unanimous consent of all the stock- as provided by law poration, executed by all the stockholders | stockholders thereof, which said certificat 

SE —————— | holders, deposited in my office that IMONY WHEREOF., 1 the = of, — said a and the wos and the —a ha peg Piper ora peor 

l - ‘ set m hand and af of 1e proceedings aforesaid are now on e |} are how on file 1 3 nice - 

3 STATE OF NEW ts DISTRICT RE ALTY CO ” : fixed mr official seal. at Trenton in my said office as provided by law. | w. 
DEPARTMENT OF STA‘ a cor this State, whose principal b at ag .* IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1| IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
ERKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ffi at No iford Place, Seal) ay ee — £ have hereto set my hand and af- | have hereto set my hand and af- 
To all to whom these presenta may come, a % oy Essex. ’ BOI SE fixed my official seal. at Trenton, | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
t , Sta Jersey Silver ee | this Twenty-eighth day of April, | this Fourth day of May, A.D., 
OREAS, It appears to my satisfactl 0 pee the axent therein and in charge thereof, dees , Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred | (Seal) _ thousand nine hundred and 
authenticated rec — < the —— ipon whom Rg orp be ee. an LJ 7 $21.60 | and sixty-one. ty-one 
g x the voluntary dissolution there comp ied with the requirements o/ tle ; ih pancetta, EDWARD J. PATTEN, sDWw ) PATTEN 
} | rt nanimous consent of all the stock- | (‘rporations. General, of Revised Statutes Secretary of State, BW ARI fe Me 
rs, deposited in my office that f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing a L.J.—May 11, 18, 25 $21.60} 73 M: 11, 18, 25 $21.60 
= IER R rePy of this Certificate of Dissolution. STATE OF NEW Jt —_ “4 ie ay -_ 7 anew 
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on whom process may be served), bas | {2 Writing to the dissolution of sald cor- | ings for the volunts thereof WHERCAS It appesre tu my satisfaction, |, WHEREAS, It apneara to my satisfaction 
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| IN TESTIMONY WHI REOF. 1} STATE OF NEW JERSEY eS ee ee a ee ee a i Hereby | of this Certificate of Dissolution mice 
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fixed my official seal. at Trentorz - alee G@htceeecce STA Nint lay 61 file N| State of the State of New Jersey. liv Hereby State of the State of Ne 
RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION hae ‘ 
Twenty eighth day of Apr 1 oe to Boles these presents may come, | my office a duly executed and attested consent | ‘‘ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
x ae oe ; Greeting in writing to the diss t Fourth day of May 1961, file n 
z Lech yusand nin WHE REAS. It appears to my satisfaction ROERECD: orcas miy office a duly executed and attested consent 
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ii, 3a; Be $21.60; 'y the unanimous consent of Sib” tae Orne ee wa T M th f. which sai t and the record | of the proceedings aforesaid are now n file 
ty ae era, deposited in ate office that Lae , of the proceedings are now on file | in my said office as provided by Ia 
TICK that ¢ PETROLEUM R ENTALS INC. pect . oe in my said « as Jed by law : IN TESTIMONY WHE REO k I 
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ounty | 2 fi : a this fay, A.D., have heret et mr hand and af- | fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
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at the r use y ; . a 11s l li i é 
ae : r Sta te f New this Fourth day of May. | (Seal) one thousand nit hundred and 
k Ne ers D i ] . ‘ " 1 
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ij Peters and Gayle Theresa cess may be served). hae |, , oe mt : and sixty-one EPWARD J. PATTEN 
ii j requirements of Title 14 }.—Ma $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, Recretary of State 
eral, of Revised Statutee | ————— — Secretary of State. L.J.—May 21. 18, 25 £21.60 
( preliminary to the iesuing S SALI L.J.—May 11, 18, 2: $21.60; —— 
¢ ris rtificate of Diseolution v) G- whois Sakis 5 . ascendant >< 
NOW THEREFORE. § the Secretary of TE - ra LAW STATE OF EW JER EY 
State of the State of New Jersey, lb» Hereby ao COURT. Dated: May 2, 1961 DEPARTMENT OF STATI 
ertify that the sald corporation did. on the COUNTY pwoe “De: ESTATE OF JOHN J. BURKE, deceased. | | CERTIFIC ATE OF > DIssoL CTION oi 
: vad 58 -ursuant the order of DAVID H.| To all to whom these presents may come, 
Firs ¢ of Ma 1961 file in | Cos Gee, Cornelius ‘ tt he Ce inty of Essex, | Greeting: 
my office a duly executed and at tested consent ae . Mamie E appl tion of the WHER EAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
in ting to the dissolution of said cor I nh efendants EX ECU- of said deceased, | by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
3.2 a) ei exneueed by ail stockbolder® | TION, 1otice is r n to the creditors of | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
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ie easterly | ras ses ieenaad —_— | Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
wit e i /of New Jersey. preliminary td the Issuing 
xd t rosecuting : r Dated: May 2, 1961| of this Certificate of Dissolution. ; 
recovering same against the su bseriber STATE OF NEW JERSEY 2 5 7 Ma ATE AARON AGINS. deceased. NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretars of 
FLORENCE MAINES DEPARTMENT OF STATE rthe 1 © the order of DAVID H. | State of the State of New Jersey. lho Hereby 
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r. 27 Sun 4. 41, 18. 26 WHE REAS, It appears to my satisfaction. to the creditors of | ™s office a duly executed and attested c I 
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—— the voluntary dissolution thereof South 8th | claims and | boration, executed by all the Cts 
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OF LOUIS GOLDSTEIN, dec d ers, denosited in my office that Je ona | within « date, or they | \" Ltt Lan gyn ong b. gone +f ine. n file 
t I I 7 v ES ING t idgment | will be xecuting rj in v said office as provi yl 
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a i ser svar a be have hereto set my hand and af- n prosecuting or FRANK P. TRAVISANO ie “2 rever bested ‘fram prosecuting or 
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July End For Eichmann Tria! Seen Possible 


By Zad Leavy 


ACCN Correspondent 

Jerusalem, Israel (ACCN)—Is- 
rael’s Attorney General, Gideon 
Hausner, has stated several 
times during the presentation of 
testimony that the prosecution 
in the Adolf Eichmann trial is 
slightly ahead of schedule and 
will meet its own deadline of 
June 15. Dr. Robert Servatius, 
Eichmann’s attorney, has indi- 
cated that his case will take ap- 
proximately one month to un- 
fold, giving high hopes that the 
historic trial will be completed 
before August 1. 


Supreme Court Justice Lan- 
dau, presiding over the three- 
man bench trying Eichmann, 
has_time and again admonished 
the Attorney General to be more 
brief, and has ruled that Mr 
Hausner may not read into the 
record excerpts from the hun- 
dreds of documents submitted ex- 
cept when necessary to clarify 
or supplement sworn testimony. 


When the wi.nesses began 
testifying at the Eichmann trial, 
American lawyers present re- 
ceived a surprise as to the order 
of proof in Israel criminal pro- 
cedure. The rule, so familiar to 
American attorneys, that no ad- 
missions may come in until the 
crime itself is proved, is not fol- 
lowed in Israel, where it is the 
practice of prosecutors to com- 
mence their cases with state- 
ments of the accused made to 
the police 
Hausner’s ten- 
therefore 


Following Mr 
hour opening address, 


the first two state’s witnesses 
were high-ranking police officers 
whose testimony covered their 
extensive interrogation of Eich- 
mann in captivity. 

In the final analysis, however, 
the corpus delecti must at some 
stage of the trial be proved at 
least prima facie or the case will 
be dismissed. 

An extensive foundation for 
the admission of the police of- 
ficers’ statements was laid be- 
fore their actual testimony from 
the witness box, with occasional 
voir dire examination by Dr. Ser- 
vatius. 

Times, places and parties pres- 
ent, the lack of force, duress or 
promises, and the manner of 
recording, translating and tran- 
scribing the conversations were 
delved into in detail. The orig- 
inal tapes and the German and 
Hebrew transcriptions went into 


evidence, and relevant portions 
of the tapes were played for the 
court. 


After Eichmann’s statements 
were in evidence, the govern- 
ment began providing the en- 
ormous corpus delecti of gene- 
cide in a most unique way. Prof. 
Salo Baron of Columbia Uni- 
versity, an expert on Jewish his- 
tory, testified for many hours 
about Jewish population, culture 
and religion throughout Europe 
and Russia both before and after 
the Nazi holocaust. He explain- 
ed that after the war there re- 
mained alive less than four mil- 
lion of the nearly ten million 
Jews who had once lived in Nazi- 
occupied countries. 
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&02 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2, N. 4. 








Probe Adequacy Of 
Automobile Accident 
Compensation 


Berkeley, Calif. (ACCN) — Re- 
searchers at the University of 


California plan to study how the, 


victims of automobile accidents, 
or their survivors, are compen- 
sated. The study will be financed 
by a $25,000 grant from the Ford 


Foundation, and will be under | 


the direction of San Francisco 
lawyer Stanley Weigel. 

Mr. Weigel was appointed by 
Gov. Edmund G. Brown in 1959 
to study the possibility of creat- 
ing a California Automobile Ac- 
cident Commission which would 
handle motor vehicle accident 
negligence cases on the principles 


of workmen’s compensation, 
withdrawing them from _ the 
courts. 


Mr. Weigel will work with Prof. 
Malcolm Davission of the Uni- 
versity’s School of Business Ad- 
ministration, and Prof. John W. 
Cowse, a specialist in insurance 
law on the Berkeley campus. 

Commenting on the aims of 
the study, Mr. Weigel observed 
that “some victims of automo- 
bile accidents, or their surviv- 
ors, are compensated financially, 
while others are not. Some re- 
ceive huge financial redress, 
others receive pittances.” 





Mercer Trial List 
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Ms ay 1961 

1 1 that 

and daily ther thoor 
Room 406, Merc iJouse, 
ton Loulse swer the 





Cali and be ready to 
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Bankruptcies 





fhe names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as fullowe: L-Lipkin: T-Tallyn; F-Filsbberg 
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y Food 
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Edison: 












son: Invo &F solr. Raff. 
8S. &€ 8 

STEPHEN n 86 Leonard- 
ville Rd liah. $12.292.99: 
assets $123.8 solr. Rich 
ard E. Burke 

WISHNICK, Fr Megill Rd... 
Farmingdale ; 3.102. 52; as- 

s ret ~ sol T: Tsa lore 

w i eae Hymar Meezill Rad 
Farmingdale: vol ab. $44,289.09: as- 
sets $8.600: refr. L.T. & F.: solr Tsadore | 


I. Zlotkin: 5-22 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 

CLA —— 

240 Mulberry St., 

Newark 1, N. J. 





EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY | 





ATTORNEY; EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY 
for advancement. Minimum 5 years 

and triai experience. Give detailed resume 

and salary requirement. CLA 292. 


ATTORNEY» 








Attorney for negligence trial work. No 
experience necessary Permanent full 
time association. Sel ary dependent upon 
ability and performance. Please send 
resume to: CLA 411. 
EXPANDING NORTH JERSEY TRIAL 
firm seeks experienced, emergetic and in- 


dustrious attorney who does not mind hard 
work or responsibility. Salary commensur- 
ate with ability, membership 
to right person. Reply CLA 608. 





PRACTIOAL ARRANGEMENT LN ACTIVE 

office for young, experienced attorney who 
seeks to retain own clientele. State resume, 
background, experience and arrangement. 
CLA 692. 





ATTORNEYS 


Large stock 
desirous of 


insurance company is 
employing 1 to 3 
attorneys as counsel. Attorneys will 
be domiciled in company office. Lib- 
eral benefits including pension plan 

Send resume and include salary de- 
sired. CLA 699 





OPPORTUNITY FOR YOUNG 
injury law. 
Give de- 


EXCELLENT 
attorney, interested in personal 
trial practice and appellate work. 





tailed resume and references and salary de- 
sired. CLA 700. 
ATTORNEY— ACTIVE EXPANDING NEW- 


ark law firm desires attorney experienced 
in corporate, real estate and general business 
transactions. Ability to draft documents 
essential. Replies held confidential. CLA 701. 





ESSEX COUNTY PRACTITIONER FOR 

twenty years seeks attorney with at least 
three years general experience, preferably in 
d trial work, with opportunity 
ation and possibility of 
marital status 


negligence 


t associs 
lip. State experience, 








and salary requirements. CLA 703. 
PROMINENT BSSEX COUNTY LAWYEIF 
has opening for able and indus 
young lawyer. Good starting salary 1d 
splendid future for the right man. CLA 704. 





ATTORNEY WITH LIM- 
with general prac- 


Good sal- 


LAW CLERK OR 

ited certificate four 
tice with emphasis on n 
ary. Opportunity for perm 
State full details, together 
quested. GLA 705 


office 
gence. 





lent association. 
with salary re 





CLERKSHIP AVAILABLE IN GENERAL 
practice. Busy small town Central Jersey 
fice along the Pennsyivania Railroad. Clerk's 
desk in library. Good opoprtunity. Give 
resume, iture plans and phone number for 
nterview. Salary based on production time— 
st idy time arrangements. CLA 675. 











STENO-SECTY. THOROUGHLY EXPERI- 
enced and able to take charge of negligence 
files Compensation commensurate witb 


worth. MA 2-1500. 





SECRETARY, LAW EX PERIENC- 


ed. Call MArket 2- 


OFFICE, 
5070. 
STENOGRAPHER; FOR NEWARK 


¢ y: state fully experience, age, quali- 
ications and salary desired. CLA 695. 











EMPLOYMENT WANTED 





















ATTY, 35, 9 YEARS DIVERSIFIED EX- 
perience in all phases of litigation, estates. 
rations, admitted N.J. & N.Y. desires 

x . CLA 667. 

ATTORNEY, 10 YEARS ACOOUNTING EX- 
. all tax returns, desires salaried 
on busy law office offering oppor- 
improve legal skills. CLA 693. 

ATTORNEY WITH 20 YEARS EXPERI- 

ence in real estate, estates and municipal 
law desires association leading to partner- 


ship or purchase of older attorney’s practice. 


CLA 696 

FIRST YEAR YALE LAW STUDENT DE- 
sires Clerkship;: Bergen, Passaic, Essex or 

Hudson counties. Available June 1. CLA 694. 








COLUMBLA LAW GRADUATE, 
imitte re 30 eek 


rr 








in frm open | 
8. 


| party dated after October 21, 
| marriage by him, please notify me imme 


EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


TRIAL LAWYER, EXPERIENCED IN ALL 
phases of personal injury litigation. inte. 
ested in association or partnership. CLA 657 


ATTORNEY, 35, TEN YEARS EXPER). 
ence in negligence and compensation me. 

ters plus general practice background 

| association 








in Eesex or Morris Counties 
634. 





FOR RENT 


NEW OFFICE IN MODERN AIR OOND! 
tioned downtown Newark suite in assis 
tion with other attorneys. MA 3-2236 


FOR SALE 











FOR SALE — OOMPLETE A.L.R. (L.R.a 
lst and 2d series); a Americar 
Jurisprudence. Also sectional glass-encicea 
walnut bookcases. Call ORange 38-7870. 
FOR SALE — VERIFAX SIGNET OOPIER 
Model A. Kodak, fairly new. LOwell 8-2 











COMPLETE UP TO L 
: Practice Series and N.J 
Atlantic Digest and other Mis 
all Mi 2-4600 Harka & 
Mr. Shoopak. 


FOR SALE — 
sets of N 
plus N.J. 

Law books 

Lieb, Esqs.. 








FOR SALE—EDISON VOICEWRITER ANI 
Tel 


transcriber complete. Private sale. 


475-2500. 
INFORMATION WANTED» 
Henry G. ANYONE 


to a will of 
1942 or 








BROMBACHER, 
ing information relative 





ately. Cyrus W. Lunn, Executor, 45 Hud or 
Place, Weehawken, N.J., Telephone: UNia 
5-6878 


GRETCHEN WIRTH WINGES AHNERT 
Anyone having knowledge of Will of abot 
decedent, formerly of 116 Li neoln Ave 
Dunellen, Middlesex Oounty, 
contact Victor R. King. Esq., 
St., Plainfield, N. J. PL 6-7804. 


PARTNER WANTED 


WANTED ON 

















EQUC 
and com 


Northwest 


LAW PARTNER 

share basis for active general 
mereial practice of individual in 
ern county. CLA 698. 


SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 











OITATIONS of cases in point furnished 
$15 per point; emergency or excerpt.cg 
services extra 
Sam Weiss. 
749 Scotland Rd., 
Orange, N. J 
ORange 6-0122 


SA 








GENEALOGY: 
_fendants located : 


HEIRS AND ABSENT DE- 
affidavit of inquiry 

Excellent references 

Greylock Parkway. 


ville 9. W. J. Tel. PLymouth 9-4169 





HANDWRITING & DOOUMENT EX?! 

qualified examiner; expert testimony uw 
trated. Hanna F. Sulner, 35-30 S8ist &t 
Jackson Heights 72, N.Y.C. ILlinois §-6176 








EXPERT EXAM 

disputed documents. J. Howard | 
15 Park Row, New York 88. N.Y. BA 
7- . Res. Tel. Newark, N.J. HU 8-2u14 


HANDWRITING 








HANDWRITING EXPERT — SIGNATURES 
Illustrated Test 
. 92 Mt. Vernon 
: MI 8-6300. Ext 
Evenings: ESsex 1-4864. 

TITLE SEARCHERS AVAILABLE TO MAKE 
searches in Union, Eesex, Morris, Midd 
Monmouth and Somerset Counties. Community 


281: 





Abstract Co.. 435 West 5th Ave., R«elle 
CH 5-0488 
TITLE SEARCHING & ABSTRACTIN 


Prompt attention. Be 
& Passaic counties. Write to Searc 
Abstract Co. Inc., 293 Aycrigg Ave 
saic, N. J or Phone GRegory 3-3988 
answer G-Regory 1-3010 


WANTED TO PURCHASE 


Insured service. 














WE ARE INTERESTED IN PUR‘ HASI NG 
second m: rtgages and chattel mort i] 
at a discount. Attorneys legal fee pr 
ind finder’s fee paid. Semel & Co., 6 
Plac _Newark. Mitchell 2-5124. 
INLY oF “ITS PLUSH SITE FOR 
lu ggg sre in plus setting or 
nit. Lawyer to lawyers. Confidence 





quamantesd. Write CLA 662. 








Since 1930: PERSONNEL, CREDIT 
and NEGLIGENCE REPORTS 
NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
WILLIAM V. FAY, General Manager 


MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 




















Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


Lawyerw -Clinton 
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized byN.J. Lawyers . Operated for N.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 
FREEHOLD ® Morristown @ New Brunswick 
PATERSON @ Toms RivER @ TRENTON 


13 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST.; HACKENSACK 
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